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IN  MEMORIAM. 


DEATH  OF  MR.  JUSTICE  NEWMAK 

Alfeed  W.  Kewman,  a  justice  of  this  court  from  the  1st 
<iay  of  January,  1894,  died  at  his  home  in  the  city  of  Madi- 
son on  the  12th  day  of  January,  1898. 

On  the  21st  day  of  March,  1898,  J.  W.  Losey,  Esquire,  ad- 
dressed the  court  as  follows: 

May  itplecute  the  Court:—  At  a  meeting  of  the  State  Bar  Association, 
held  in  Madison  on  the  22d  of  February,  1898,  that  body  appointed  J.  W. 
Losey,  of  La  Crosse,  J.  M.  Morrow,  of  Sparta,  and  Burr  W.  Jones,  of  Madi- 
son, a  committee  to  prepare  and  present  to  this  court  a  memorial  of  the 
late  Justice  Alfred  W.  Newman.  That  committee  has  prepared  such 
memorial, 'and  now,  on  behalf  of  the  State  Bar  Association,  submits  it 
to  the  court  and  moves  that  it  be  received  and  order  made  that  it  be 
entered  of  record. 

Memorial  of  the  State  Bar  Association, 

Alfrbd  W.  Newman,  an  associate  justice  of  the  supreme  court  of 
Wisconsin,  departed  this  life,  at  the  city  of  Madison,  on  the  12th  day  of 
January,  1898,  his  death  resulting  from  accidental  injury  received  the 
day  before. 

Justice  Newman  was  bom  April  5, 1884,  at  Durham,  Greene  county. 
New  York.  Both  on  his  father's  and  his  mother's  side  he  was  of  Eng- 
lish descent,  his  ancestors  in  this  country  being  found  among  the  early 
Puritan  settlers  of  New  England.  He  was  born  upon  a  farm  and  grew 
up  as  a  farmer's  boy,  receiving  such  education  as  the  neighborhood 
schools  a£Eorded,  and  subjected  at  home  and  at  school  to  the  strict  dis- 
cipline and  religious  instruction  and  observances  required  by  the  Pres- 
byterian church,  of  which  both  his  parents  were  devout  members. 

When  thirteen  years  of  age  he  accompanied  his  father  to  Albany 
and  was  there  present  in  court  when  his  father  was  examined  as  a  wit- 
ness, and  it  is  said  that  he  then  determined  to  become  a  lawyer,  and 
that  thereafter  all  his  efforts  to  obtain  an  education  had  that  end  in 
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When  about  eighteen  years  of  age  he  entered  an  academy  at  Ithaca, 
and  after  two  terms  there  he  entered  the  Delaware  Literary  Institute 
at  Franklin,  New  York,  where  he  remained  for  two  years.  He  then 
entered  Hamilton  College,  at  Clinton,  New  York,  joining  the  class  of 
1857«  with  which,  in  due  course,  he  was  graduated,  receiving  the  de- 
gree of  A.  B.  While  in  college  he  diligently  pursued  extra  law  studies 
under  Professor  Theodore  W.  D wight,  and  after  graduation  he  con- 
tinued the  study  of  the  law  in  the  office  of  John  Olney,  Esq.,  at  Wind- 
ham Center,  in  Greene  county,  until  admitted  to  the  bar  at  the  general 
term  of  the  supreme  court  at  Albany,  December  8, 1857. 

In  January,  1858,  he  started  for  the  west.  Stopping  first  at  Ahnapee, 
in  Kewaunee  county,  he  removed  in  March,  1858,  to  Trempealeau,  in 
Trempealeau  county,  which  ever  after  remained  his  home  until  his 
removal  to  Madison  in  1894, 

He  held  the  office  of  county  judge  of  Trempealeau  county  from 
April,  1860,  until  January,  1867,  when  he  assumed  the  office  of  district 
attorney,  to  which  he  had  been  elected  in  the  fall  of  1866.  He  was  re- 
elected district  attorney  in  1868,  1873,  and  1874,  thus  holding  that  posi- 
tion for  eight  years. 

He  was  twice  elected  to  the  state  legislature,  serving  as  a  member 
of  assembly  in  1863,  and  senator  from  the  thirty-second  district  in  1868 
and  1839. 

While  he  was  holding  the  office  of  district  attorney,  the  legislature, 
in  1876,  formed  a  new  judicial  circuit  —  the  Thirteenth  —  consisting  of 
the  counties  of  Eau  Claire,  Buffalo,  and  Trempealeau.  In  April  of  that 
year  Mr.  Newman  was  elected  judge  of  this  new  circuit,  and  discharged 
the  duties  of  that  position  until,  in  1878,  as  the  result  of  legislative  ac- 
tion, he  was  transferred  to  and  became  judge  of  tWe  Sixth  circuits  He 
was  re-elected  —  without  opposition  —  in  1882  and  1888.  The  third  term 
for  which  he  was  elected  expired  January  1,  1895. 

In  the  spring  of  1893,  Hon.  William  Penn  Lyon,  chief  justice  of  the 
supreme  court,  having  expressed  his  intention  not  to  be  a  candidate  for 
re-election.  Judge  Newman  was  called  out  as  a  non-partisan  candidate 
and  elected  to  the  position  of  associate  justice.  His  services  began  ^^ 
the  opening  of  the  January  term,  1894.  He  had  completed  four  years 
of  his  term,  and  was  about  to  begin  the  fifth  year  with  the  opening  of 
the  January  terra,  1898,  on  the  day  —  January  11th  —  when  he  met  with 
the  accident  which  terminated  his  life. 

During  the  period  of  his  general  practice  of  the  law,  from  1858  to 
1876,  it  did  not  fall  to  the  lot  of  Judge  Newman  to  take  part  in  litiga- 
tion so  important  by  reason  of  the  amounts  involved  or  the  standing 
of  the  parties  as  to  attract  general  attention  to  his  abilities;  but  he 
became  well  known  in  the  region  to  which  his  practice  was  confined 
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as  a  well  equipped  and  successful  practitioner  and  a  thoroughly  sound 
and  reliable  professional  adviser;  and  lawyers  who  were  brought  into^ 
personal  contact  with  him  discovered  that  he  was  a  close  student  of 
the  philosophy  of  the  law,  and  well  grounded  in  the  fundamentals  of 
legal  science. 

His  studious  habits  and  eagerness  for  the  acquisition  of  knowledge 
were  not  confined  to  the  law.  His  general  reading  was  extensive  but 
discriminating  in  every  department  of  literature. 

In  professional  as  in  private  life,  his  conduct  and  conversation  were 
irreproachable.  On  the  circuit  bench  he  was  kindly  and  patient  in  his 
treatment  of  the  bart  and  at  the  same  time  firm  and  tenacious  in  upn 
holding  the  rights  and  discharging  the  full  duty  of  the  court  He  waa 
prompt  and  clear  in  passing  upon  questions  arising  in  th6  course  of  a 
trial,  and  freely  exercised  his  powers  as  a  judge  to  keep  the  issues  nec- 
essary to  be  decided  by  the  court  or  jury  unobscured  by  irrelevant  or 
immaterial  matters. 

Only  those  who  were  with  him  in  the  consultation  room  can  speak 
of  what  he  contributed  to  the  solution  of  the  numerous  and  important 
questions  presented  during  the  four  years  of  his  service  on  the  supreme 
bench;  but  it  is  not  to  be  doubted  that  he  displayed  in  this  ofiice  the 
same  industry,  patience,  conscientious  research,  and  enlightened  judg- 
ment which  mark  his  entire  career.  The  opinions  of  the  court  which 
fell  to  his  lot  to  write  are  generally  brief,  but  always  set  out  with  force 
and  clearness  the  very  points  effectually  decided  and  the  grounds  of 
the  decision. 

The  simple  statement  we  have  given  above  of  the  ofiicial  positions 
held  by  Judge  Newman  during  the  forty  years  of  his  life  in  Wisconsin 
shows  the  character  and  influence  of  the  roan.  In  the  church,  in  so- 
ciety, in  politics,  at  the  bar,  and  on  the  bench  he  gained  the  confidence 
of  all  who  approached  him,  and  in  every  position  and  relation  he  fully 
justified  the  confidence  reposed  in  him. 

Such  confidence  came  to  him  because  he  was  pure  in  his  private  life; 
kindly,  patient,  and  charitable  to  all  with  whom  he  had  dealings;  faith- 
ful to  every  trust;  a  lover  of  truth  and  justice;  a  learned,  wise,  and 
conscientious  judge.  At  every  point  of  his  life  career  in  the  state  of 
his  adoption  his  example  tended  to  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  order, 
religion,  morality,  and  justice. 

The  State  Bar  Association  recognizes  that  in  the  death  of  Justice 
Newman  the  bench  has  lost  an  enlightened  and  upright  judge,  and  the 
state  a  most  useful  a^;^  exemplary  citizen. 

^  J.  W.  LOSEY, 

J.  M.  Morrow, 
Burr  W.  Jones. 
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In  presenting  this  memorial  I  am  impelled  to  say  a  few  words  for 
myself  concerning  the  life  of  Judge  Newman,  whom  I  had  known  well 
for  a  period  of  almost  two  score  years. 

For  thirty-five  years  before  moving  to  Madison,  Judge  Newman 
lived  in  the  village  of  Trempealeau,  a  place  of  about  five  hundred  peo- 
ple. He  never  dealt  with  great  events  upon  which  the  eyes  of  the  civ- 
ilized world  were  turned.  He  lived  a  quiet  life,  in  a  quiet  village.  His 
nature  was  loyal  and  capable,  as  I  know,  of  the  strongest  disinterested 
and  faithful  friendships.  He  was  a  gentleman  in  the  true  sense  of  the 
word;  I  do  not  mean  in  outward  polish  of  manner  alone,  but  in  the 
ever-conscious,  instinctive  sense  of  propriety.  He  always  seemed  to 
Icnow  the  right  thing  to  say  and  do.  His  integrity  was  of  the  finest 
character.  He  was  the  friend  of  all  movements  in  behalf  of  humanity 
and  education,  and  his  humanity  was  as  broad  as  the  sky.  On  the 
bench  he  struck  at  once  for  the  heart  and  justice  of  the  case  before 
him.  He  was  fearless,  and  never  swerved  from  what  he  believed  to  be 
right,  and  never  thought  of  consequences  to  himself.  In  commenting 
on  a  case  he  once  said  he  "  believed  a  lawyer  must  have  an  educated 
conscience  to  succeed  permanently."  In  a  trial  his  thought  steered 
him  through  cobwebs  and  shama  and  enabled  him  to  go  right  to  the 
point.  I  do  not  believe  he  was  ever  conscious  of  prejudice  or  resent- 
ment toward  any  one.  I  practiced  before  him  throughout  his  judicial 
career,  and  I  never  heard  an  angry  word  from  his  lips;  but  he  ruled 
his  court  with  a  mailed  hand  and  with  dignity.  In  the  x)erformance 
of  duty,  public  clamor  never  moved  him,  and  '*he  would  not  follow  the 
multitude  to  do  eviL"  As  a  man  he  was  entirely  frank  and  truth- 
ful. He  had  nothing  to  conceal,  either  in  his  private  or  public  life. 
He  had  an  amiable  disposition,  founded  on  gentleness  and  goodness  of 
heart  He  was  modest,  and  shrank  from  all  notoriety.  He  was  a  per- 
son of  even  and  unruffled  temper.  In  all  social  relations  his  influence 
was  deeply  felt.  His  manners  were  simple  and  pleasing.  He  was 
gentle  but  firm;  but  gentleness  is  the  surest  evidence  of  firmness.  His 
religious  life  was  exemplary,  and  yet  he  never  obtruded  his  beliefs. 
For  thirty  years  he  was  at  the  head  of  a  Sunday  school  in  the  village 
where  he  lived.  Old  and  young  dwelt  upon  his  words,  and  no  one  can 
estimate  the  effect  of  the  lessons  in  morality  inculcated  by  him  in  his 
teaching  in  this  school,  nor  could  those  who  heard  him  help  being  im- 
pressed by  his  earnest,  candid,  and  plain  manner  of  talk,  and  the  prin- 
ciples and  lessons  inculcated.  It  is  a  saying  older  than  the  Christian 
era,  "that  the  life  of  a  nation  is  in  the  breath  of  its  children; "  and  the 
man  who  has  the  patience  to  voluntarily  persistently  teach  children 
is  doing  work  for  which  but  few  are  fitted  and  in  which  but  few  sue- 
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ceed.    Judge  Newman  endeavored  to  obey  the  injunction:  "  Fear  God 
and  keep  his  commandments,  for  this  is  the  whole  duty  of  man.'' 

I  thus  sum  up  in  a  few  words  my  estimate  of  his  character.  He  was 
not  great  in  the  sense  that  by  any  great  deed  he  added  lustre  to  the 
historic  pages  of  the  state  of  his  adoption,  but  he  had  great  character 
in  the  estimation  of  all  who  knew  him  well,  and  in  the  performance  of 
every  duty  which  pertained  to  any  trust  ever  cast  upon  him  by  his 
fellow-men.  He  led  an  unsullied  life,  and  had  no  fear  of  the  end.  Less 
ought  not  to  be  said;  more  than  the  simple  truth,  could  he  know,  he 
would  thank  no  man  for  saying. 

Hon.  Burr  W,  Jones  then  addressed  the  court  as  follows: 

Your  Honors:  — I  should  hardly  have  felt  like  undertaking  the  duty 
assigned  to  me  on  this  occasion  had  I  not  known  that  other  gentlemen 
who  knew  Judge  Newman  intimately  in  his  earlier  life  would  also  par- 
ticipate. I  had  no  acquaintance  with  him  until  a  few  years  after  he 
had  entered  upon  his  duties  as  circuit  judge,  but  I  saw  and  observed 
enough  of  his  work  in  that  capacity  to  know  that  he  was  born  for 
judicial  life.  It  has  never  been  my  privilege  to  know  a  man  who  could 
preside  during  the  excitement  and  conflict  of  a  long  trial  before  a  jury 
with  more  perfect  self-command  and  more  perfect  control  over  those 
about  him. 

Judge  Newman  had  cast  his  fortunes  in  his  young  manhood  in  a 
little  village  under  such  circumstances,  and  had  lived  in  such  a  way, 
that  his  life  was  closely  allied  with  that  of  the  plain  people  among 
whom  he  lived.  He  has  himself  related  that  when  he  arrived  at  Trem- 
pealeau in  1857  he  had  of  ready  funds  only  three  red  postage  stamps, 
but  he  had  a  great  warm  heart  full  of  human  sympathy,  and  a  liberal 
education.  He  was  well  trained  in  a  great  profession,  and  loved  its 
traditions  and  achievements.  He  had  perfect  health.  He  had  an  in- 
tegrity and  character  no  man  ever  questioned;  and  this  young  lawyer 
who  had  come  from  the  Catskills  to  the  shores  of  the  Mississippi  to  seek 
his  fortune,  with  his  exuberance  of  health  and  his  pure  ambitions,  had 
already  a  wealth  whiph  only  those  can  appreciate  who  have  begun  to 
look  back  regretfully  upon  the  hopes  and  the  enthusiasm  of  distant 
youth. 

With  such  endowments  and  such  advantages  it  was  natural  that  the 
young  lawyer  should  begin  to  bear  not  only  his  own  burdens  but  the 
loads  and  cares  of  those  about  him.  It  was  natural  that  those  whom  he 
gladly  helped  should  reward  him  with  such  honors  as  were  in  their 
gift. 

I  am  told  that  in  his  college  days  he  had  some  reputation  as  a  wit; 
Vol.  98 —c 
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and  although  he  soon  became  convinced  that  this  was  not  a  distinction 
to  be  desired  and  not  a  gift  which  he  cared  to  cultivate,  he  never  lost 
that  keen  sense  of  the  ridiculous  which  lightened  the  cares  of  his  labor- 
ious life. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  his  long  service  as  circuit  judge  was  to  him 
a  labor  of  love.  On  the  circuit  he  thoroughly  enjoyed  the  study  of  hu- 
man nature,  the  sharp  contrasts  between  the  tragedy  and  the  comedy 
of  life,  where  all  phases  of  men's  virtues  and  weaknesses  and  vices  ap- 
pear in  bold  relief  and  in  quick  succession.  He  had  lived  among 
common  people  and  he  knew  them  thoroughly.  He  knew  how  to  sym- 
pathize with  their  weaknesses  and  to  love  their  virtues.  In  his  con- 
verse with  his  intimate  friends  about  the  darker  pictures  of  life  too 
often  presented  before  the  circuit  judge,  it  was  a  favorite  saying  "the 
world  is  more  weak  than  wicked."  In  this  warm  sympathy  with  his 
fellows,  in  his  sturdy  sense  of  justice  and  his  love  of  the  law  and  its 
maintenance,  we  find  a  partial  explanation  of  the  fact  that  long  before 
his  election  to  the  supreme  court  he  became  distinguished  as  a  judge. 
He  thoroughly  understood  the  responsibilities  of  one  who  presides  over 
what  may  be  justly  called  the  people's  court.  In  some  remarks  made 
in  this  court  upon  the  death  of  Judge  Sloan  he  spoke  of  the  circuit 
court  as  "perhaps  the  most  important  court  —  so  near  to  tlie  people,  so 
potent  for  protecting  and  preserving  justice  among  the  people,  or  of 
perverting  it,  according  to  the  character  and  temperament  of  the  man 
in  whom  the  power  of  decision  and  execution  is  intrusted." 

To  this  modest  man  the  elevation  to  the  supreme  court  of  his  state, 
like  his  other  honors,  came  without  the  asking,  and  in  the  only  way 
that  official  distinction  is  really  worth  the  having.  To  this  new  work 
he  brought  a  rare  equipment.  His  long  experience  on  the  bench  had 
taught  him  that  the  refinements  and  technicalities  of  the  law  must  not 
be  allowed  to  impede,  but  only  to  aid  in,  the  administration  of  justice. 
It  goes  without  saying  that  a  man  of  his  intellect  and  industry,  after 
such  a  training,  was  familiar  with  the  practice,  the  rules  of  evidence, 
and  the  decisions  of  his  own  state;  but,  however  important,  these  were 
not  his  only  resources.  From  his  college  days  he  had  found  his  diver- 
sions in  the  paths  of  literature,  in  the  company  of  the  great  thinkers 
and  writers  of  all  the  ages.  Although  never  extravagant  in  statement 
or  thought  he  was  an  enthusiast  in  his  love  of  the  law  as  a  science,  in 
his  love  for  that  profession  which  opens  so  royal  a  road  for  noble  men, 
and  in  his  devotion  to  the  great  jurists  and  judges  who,  following  "the 
gladsome  light  of  jurisprudence,"  have  benefited  their  fellow-men. 

He  thus  brought  to  the  high  duties  assigned  to  him  no  mere  knowl- 
edge of  the  tools  and  technicalities  of  the  law,  but  that  ripe  experience, 
that  wide  knowledge  of  books  and  human  life  and  law,  which  enabled 
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him  as  a  judge  of  our  highest  court  to  share  with  his  associates  in  the 
honor  of  upbuilding  the  jurisprudence  of  the  state.  He  no  doubt  real- 
ized, as  every  distinguished  judge  of  a  court  of  last  resort  must  realize, 
that  his  work  and  his  memory  will  remain  as  the  help  and  the  inherit- 
ance of  other  generations  long  after  the  work  of  less  favored  public 
servants  is  forgotten.  Whatever  may  be  the  toil,  whatever  the  sacrifice, 
this  is  the  abundant  reward  of  able  and  devoted  judicial  service. 

Though  it  seldom  happens  that  the  ambitions  of  young  manhood  are 
realized,  we  may  well  doubt  whether  the  young  lawyer,  as  he  first  looked 
upon  the  hills  of  Trempealeau,  dared  to  hope  for  greater  happiness  and 
greater  honors  than  those  which  were  in  store  for  him.  In  due  time 
there  came  to  him  that  blessing  compared  with  which  other  pleasures 
are  trivial  indeed,  the  peace  and  the  delight  of  a  loving  family  and  a 
happy  home,  where  for  more  than  thirty-seven  years,  in  the  sweet  com- 
panionship of  those  he  loved,  glided  "  the  smooth  current  of  domestic 
joy."  During  all  these  years  he  was  foremost  in  every  good  work  and 
enterprise  and  charity  of  the  community  in  which  he  lived,  and  during 
all  his  mature  life  he  was  a  trust-ed  leader  in  his  church.  As  we  all 
know,  he  bore  his  part  in  framing  the  legislation  of  his  state.  With 
such  a  life  and  with  his  temperament,  it  must  have  filled  the  full  meas- 
ure of  his  laudable  ambition  to  be  known  and  honored  as  a  just  judge 
in  the  supreme  court  of  the  state  he  loved  so  well.  No  one  knew  bet- 
ter than  he  that  there  is  no  duty  so  godlike  as  the  administration  of 
justice  among  men,  and  it  is  no  extravagance  to  say  that  he  gave  the 
best  efforts  of  his  life  that  the  courts  of  law  might  become 

**  A  shrine  of  refuge  from  life's  stormy  throng," 


Hon.  J.^M.  Morrow  then  spoke  as  follows: 

It  is  always  with  feelings  of  sadness  that  we  render  homage  to  the 
memory  of  those  we  mourn.  Tributes  to  the  memory  of  the  dead  should 
be  such  as  we  could  have  truthfully  uttered  of  them  while  living.  To 
say  kind  words  of  the  late  Justice  Newman  is  a  pleasant,  easy  task.  I 
had  but  slight  or  general  acquaintance  with  Judge  Newman  prior  to 
bis  becoming  judge  of  the  Sixth  circuit  in  1877.  From  that  time  on, 
during  the  sixteen  years  he  held  that  position,  I  knew  him  well;  from 
frequent  trials  and  proceedings  in  his  courts,  and  from  the  social  con- 
ditions arising  from  attendance  in  the  various  counties  of  his  circuit; 
stopping  at  the  same  hotels;  eating  at  the  same  table.  The  result  of 
this  association  was  to  arouse  in  me  an  increased  and  increasing  respect 
for  him  both  as  judge  and  man. 

His  integrity  was  beyond  question.    His  love  for  truth,  for  the  very 
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right,  was  a  marked  characteristia  He  was  pure-minded.  It  seemed 
to  me  that  he  often  sustained  or  felt  a  moral  shock  at  the  crimes,  or  the 
perpetrators,  coming  to  his  notice  as  judge,  though  in  criminal  trials 
he  was  eminently  fair.  His  manner  on  the  bench  was  pleasant.  He 
was  kind  and  helpful  to  the  young  practitioner.  He  was  courteous, 
considerate,  and  patient  with  all.  He  could  not  approve  of  anything 
savoring  of  sharp  or  tricky  practice.  If  he  thought  such  a  condition 
existed,  he  had  a  quiet,  positive  way  of  repressing  it  and  its  projector 
that  made  the  occasion  one  easily  to  be  remembered. 

He  was  a  plain  man,  plain  in  dress,  manner,  and  speech.  He  was 
unassuming,  honest,  and  humble.  He  had  neither  love  nor  use  for 
pouip  or  ostentatious  display.  He  was  one  of  the  people.  It  is  one  of 
the  pleasant  noticeable  facts  of  his  life  that  he  was  very  near  to  the 
people.  In  the  counties  of  his  old  circuit  he  was  looked  up  to,  respected, 
and  admired  by  all.  His  coming  at  term  times  was  looked  forward  to 
by  those  of  his  acquaintance  as  a  time  of  pleasure  to  them,  and  doubt- 
less was  so  to  him. 

The  old  farmer  who  felt  at  liberty  to  shake  hands  with  the  judge 
took  away  with  him  something  of  self-pride,  such  as  always  comes 
from  contact  with  those  one  looks  up  to.  Not  long  ago,  when  the  story 
of  Justice  Newman's  illness  went  abroad,  and  later,  when  his  sudden 
death  was  announced,  there  were  no  truer  sympathizers,  no  more 
honest  mourners  than  these  plain,  common  people  to  whom  he  was  en- 
deared by  his  kindly  manner  and  manly  performance  of  his  judicial 
duties.  When  his  name  was  proposed  for  promotion  from  the  circuit 
to  the  supreme  bench,  I  believe  there  was  not  one  of  all  these  but  ap- 
proved, and  felt  a  personal  pride  in  the  fact  of  a  deserved  promotion. 
This  high,  strong  position  he  held  in  the  esteem  of  these  plain,  common 
people  is  one  of  the  brightest  jewels  of  his  crown. 

His  exterior,  while  pleasant,  was  not  so  polished  and  smooth  as 
some,  yet  within  one  found  a  sound,  warm  heart  beating  in  full  sym- 
pathy and  unison  with  the  requirementa  of  humanity. 

He  esteemed  others,  not  according  to  outside  show,  but  as  he  gauged 
their  real  worth.  He  did  nothing  for  mere  appearance  or  effect.  He 
had  no  wish  to  be  valued  for  qualities  he  did  not  possess.  He  never 
acted  a  part.  He  was  a  just  judge.  His  intrinsic  worth  was  what  we 
loved  him  for.  He  convinced  every  one  of  his  honesty  of  purpose,  by 
his  candor,  kindness,  modesty,  force,  and  clear  reasoning.  The  posi- 
tions he  filled  were  well  filled;  their  every  requirement  being  fully 
met .  What  more  need  be  said  of  Alfred  W.  Nbvtman,  with  his  proud 
record  of  judge,  citizen,  husband,  father,  man. 

May  our  lives  be  as  pure  and  free  from  stain  or  tarnish.  May  we 
leave  behind  us,  as  he  has  done,  a  good  name.    Then  when  we  are 
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called,  the  world  will  miss  us,  notwithstanding  its  busy  tread.  For 
surely,  those  who  do  their  duty  as  their  ability  permits  must  have  their 
place  in  the  economy  of  the  world. 

Mr.  Morrow  also  presented  the  following 
Memorial  of  the  Monroe  County  Bar. 

The  members  of  the  bar  of  Monroe  county,  mourning  with  their 
brethren  throughout  the  state  the  death  of  the  Honorable  Alfred  W. 
Newman,  late  justice  of  the  supreme  court  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin, 
desiring  to  perpetuate  in  formal  records  those  sentiments  which  shall 
endure  in  their  hearts  so  long  as  memory  shall  endure,  adopt  this  memo- 
rial of  tender  regard  and  high  esteem  for  the  memory  of  him  whom 
they  knew  not  only  as  judge  and  justice,  but  as  counselor,  neighbor, 
und  friend. 

These  are  homely  truths — that  the  old  friends  are  the  dearest  friends; 
that  the  rugged  scene  of  early  endeavor,  though  forsaken  for  the  temple 
of  success,  remains  at  last  the  spot  to  memory  dearest. 

Peculiarly  fitting  then  it  is  that,  with  the  warmth  of  early  friend- 
ship, as  well  as  with  glow  of  pride,  the  bar  of  Monroe  county,  over 
which  Judge  Newman  presided  for  sixteen  years  as  judge  of  the  Sixth 
judicial  circuit,  pay  tribute  to  the  life  of  him  whose  sterling  qualities 
of  character,  whose  rich  attainments  of  mind,  whose  high  legal  and 
judicial  abilities  here  in  part  were  developed,  here  in  part  first  met  that 
recognition  later  accorded  by  the  commonwealth  of  whose  highest 
judicial  tribunal  he  was,  at  the  hour  of  his  lamented  death,  an  honored 
member. 

Resolved:  That  in  the  passing  of  Alfred  W.  Newman  the  state 
has  lost  an  honored  official;  the  bench  and  bar  a  learned  and  just  judge; 
the  people  a  firm  friend;  Christianity  a  witness;  humanity  a  man. 

Resolved:  That  application  on  behalf  of  this  bar  be  made  to  the 
circuit  court  for  Monroe  county,  now  in  session,  for  an  adjournment  of 
the  said  court  over  Monday,  March  21,  A.  D.  1898,  as  a  mark  of  respect 
and  esteem  for  the  memory  of  the  departed  judge. 

Resolved:  That  this  memorial  be  presented  to  the  circuit  court 
for  Monroe  county,  and  to  the  supreme  court  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin 
upon  the  day  set  apart  for  the  formal  announcement  of  the  death  of 
the  late  Justice  Newman  to  that  court,  with  the  request  to  each  court 
that  the  said  memorial  may  be  spread  upon  the  records  thereof. 

Resolved:  That  a  copy  of  this  memorial  be  forthwith  transmitted 
to  the  widow  and  family  of  the  late  Justice  Newman. 

Dated  at  Sparta,  Wisconsin,  March  19,  1898. 

C.  F.  McClure,  Secretary.  J.  M.  Morrow,  Chairman. 
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Chief  Justice  Cassodat  responded,  on  behalf  of  the  court, 
as  follows : 

After  having  faithfully  served  as  a  member  of  this  court  for  four 
years,  and  while  on  his  way  to  the  capitol  to  commence  the  labors  of 
another  year,  our  late  Brother  Newman  became  the  victim  of  a  cruel 
accident  which  might  have  happened  to  the  young  and  strong  as 
well  as  to  the  aged  and  infirm  — and  twenty-six  hours  afterwards  he 
breathed  his  last.  The  shock  came  to  his  beloved  family,  the  members 
of  this  court,  and  the  people  of  the  state  at  large  as  an  appalling  trag« 
edy.  Two  years  ago  he  had  the  misfortune  of  having  a  partial  stroke 
of  paralysis  which  disabled  him  for  some  months  and  left  him  with  his 
speech  somewhat  impaired,  but  otherwise  in  nearly  his  normal  condi- 
tion. His  efforts  by  exercise  and  treatment  to  regain  what  he  had  thus 
lost  were  heroic  and  constant.  The  night  before  the  fatal  accident 
he  took  his  long  and  favorite  walk  of  nearly  four  miles,  and  while 
doing  so  congratulated  himself  upon  the  improvement  in  his  speech 
and  movements  and  upon  the  fact  that  from  the  opening  of  court 
the  first  of  September  he  had,  on  each  assignment,  been  able  to  com* 
plete  his  opinions  on  time  —  an  achievement  which  most  of  us  had 
failed  to  accomplish.  But  his  cherished  hope  of  complete  recovery  was 
suddenly  blasted  by  one  misstep  while  in  the  exercise  of  special  care. 
During  his  forty  years  residence  in  this  state  his  life  had  been  an  open 
book;  nearly  thirty-two  years  of  that  time  were  spent  in  public  of- 
fice—  county  judge,  district  attorney,  member  of  assembly,  state  sen- 
ator, besides  more  than  seventeen  years  as  circuit  judge.  His  great 
popularity  may  readily  be  accounted  for  by  those  who  knew  him  best* 
He  was  always  modest,  faithful,  diligent,  and  efficient  in  the  perform- 
ance of  duty  to  the  very  best  of  his  ability.  Possessed  of  courage, 
moral  and  physical,  equal  to  any  undertaking,  he  nevertheless  was 
naturally  very  diffident,  shrinking  from  all  controversy,  rarely  aggres- 
sive, never  offensive.  It  may  be  safely  assumed  that  he  never  actively 
sought  office  and  seldom,  if  ever,  refused  office.  He  had  a  kind  hearty 
a  generous  spirit,  and  a  broad  Christian  charity.  In  his  Trempealeau 
home  he  was,  for  many  years,  the  center  of  a  large  circle  of  friends 
who  were  enriched  by  his  counsel  and  guided  by  his  judgment  He 
had  a  remarkable  memory;  and  on  his  long  walks  about  the  city,  as 
conversation  turned  from  one  topic  to  another,  he  would  illustrate  the 
subject  by  apt  quotations  from  Homer,  Horace,  and  Virgil,  as  well  as 
English  and  American  poets.  It  was  certainly  fitting  that  Hamilton 
College  —  his  beloved  Alma  Mater — should,  in  the  last  year  of  his  life, 
crown  him  with  the  high  honor  of  LL.D. 

A  good  man  with  a  life  full  of  good  works  and  an  abiding  Christian 
faith  has  passed  away.    He  was  the  sixth  member  of  this  court  who 
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has  died  in  the  harness  —  three  of  them  in  succession  suddenly  and 
without  warning.  But  the  ranks  are  again  closed  and  the  court 
moves  on  in  duty.  Thus,  it  happens  that  in  the  midst  of  life  we  find 
death;  and  yet,  through  the  tender  mercies  of  our  Heavenly  Father, 
death  may  be  the  door  which  enables  the  righteous  to  pass  into  a  more 
active  and  nobler  existence. 

The  expressions  of  esteem  which  come  from  the  bar  are  fully  in- 
dorsed by  the  court. 


DEATH  OF  HON.  JAMES  K.  DOOLITTLE. 

Jndge  Elbert  O.  Hand  presented  the  following 
Memorial  of  the  State  Bar  Association. 

In  compliance  with  the  appointment  by  his  Honor  the  Chief  Justice, 
as  president  of  the  State  Bar  Association,  of  us  a  committee  to  make 
such  presentation  to  the  supreme  court  upon  the  services  and  death  of 
Hon.  James  R.  Doolittle  as  they  may  be  advised,  we  beg  leave  to  pre- 
sent to  the  court  the  following  memorial: 

Jambs  Rood  Doolittle  was  born  January  3,  1815,  on  a  farm  in  the 
town  of  Hampton,  Washington  county.  New  York.  He  graduated  from 
Greneva,  now  Hobart,  College,  New  York,  in  1834.  Choosing  the  law 
for  a  profession,  he  was  admitted  to  the  bar  in  1837  and  commenced 
practice  at  Warsaw,  county  seat  of  Wyoming  county,  New  York,  in 
1841,  V.  here  for  a  time  he  was  district  attorney.  In  1851  he  removed  to 
Racine,  Wisconsin,  and  the  following  year  was  ^elected  circuit  judge 
for  the  First  judicial  circuit  of  Wisconsin.  In  1856  he  resigned  that 
otece,  and  in  1857  was  chosen  United  States  Senator  by  the  republican 
legislature  of  Wisconsin,  to  which  position  he  was  re-elected  in  1863, 
remaining  in  the  Senate  until  his  term  expired  in  1869.  At  the  close 
of  his  senatorial  career  he  resumed  the  practice  of  law,  and  continued 
it  at  Racine  and  Chicago  until  his  death. 

He  was  a  member  of  the  First  Baptist  Church  at  Racine,  Wisconsin, 
for  over  forty  years. 

At  the  home  of  a  married  daughter  in  Rhode  Island,  on  July  23, 1897, 
after  having  reached  the  age  of  eighty-two  years  and  having  been  a 
resident  of  Racine,  Wisconsin,  nearly  half  a  century,  Hon.  James  R. 
Doolittle  died  full  of  years  and  honors,  a  long  life's  work  well  done, 
bearing  to  his  Maker  the  fruits  of  the  faithful  and  earnest  usage  of  the 
talents  entrusted  to  him. 

In  the  most  eventful  period  of  our  nation's  history,  he  acted  an  im- 
portant and  conspicuous  part  He  was  the  confidential  friend  and 
adviser  of  Abraham  Lincoln.    His  patriotism  was  earnest,  and  all  his 
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powers  were  enlisted  in  support  of  the  goTernmont,  the  suppression  of 
the  Rebellion,  and  the  re-establishment  of  complete  and  perfect  union. 

Of  commanding  presence,  with  an  impressive  manner  and  powerful 
voice,  combined  with  a  rare  power  of  holding  the  attention  and  reach- 
ing the  understanding  of  both  the  educated  and  the  ignorant,  he  was 
almost  unrivaled  as  an  orator,  and  crowds  of  people  gathered  at  every 
opportunity  to  listen  spell-bound  to  his  forceful  eloquence,  and  for  more 
than  forty  years  he  has  been  a  potent  influence  in  forming  and  guiding 
public  opinion. 

As  a  statesman,  he  stood  peer  among  thos^  great  men  who  guided 
our  nation  through  the  dark  years  of  its  greatest  crisis,  headed  though 
they  were  by  the  Immortal  Lincoln. 

As  a  practitioner  at  the  bar,  he  was  ever  courteous  and  kindly  to  his 
brethren  of  the  profession,  loyal  to  his  clients,  and  persuasive  and  con- 
vincing In  his  arguments.  As  a  judge,  he  was  upright,  fearless,  and 
impartial. 

As  a  citizen,  he  had  the  respect  and  confidence  of  all  who  knew  him, 
and  most  of  those  who  knew  him  best;  and  throughout  his  career  as  a 
public  man,  amidst  the  greatest  opportunities  and  temptations  to  make 
private  gain  of  his  publio  place,  he  lived  unsmirched,  and  laid  down 
those  positions  and  those  opportunities  a  poorer  man  than  when  he 
assumed  them. 

His  family  life  was  ideal,  and  presented  in  its  most  perfect  form 
that  best  of  the  institutions  of  niodern  civilization,  the  home,  with  the 
wise  and  loving  father  at  its  head. 

He  was  a  consistent  and  devoted  Christian,  and  illustrated  in  his 
life  a  profound  faith  that  God  reigns  and  rules  the  world. 

It  is  therefore 

Resolved:  That  thB  bar  of  Wisconsin  record  this  testimonial  of  their 
appreciation  that  the  life  and  services  of  their  honored  member.  James 
Rood  Doolittle,  have  been  devoted  to  the  welfare  of  his  country  and 
mankind,  and  that  in  his  death  the  state  has  lost  one  of  its  most  dis- 
tinguished and  faithful  citizens,  the  profession  one  of  it5  most  powerful 
and  honest  advocates,  and  his  family  a  loving  and  devoted  father. 

Elbert  O.  Hand, 
j.  v.  quarles, 
Joshua  Eric  Dodge. 

Judge  Hand  then  addressed  the  court  as  follows: 

During  the  past  year  one  of  the  illustrious  men  of  the  state  and  nation, 

Ex-Senator  Doolittle,  has  departed  this  life  and  gone  to  his  eternal 

rest 

No  impartial  history  of  our  republic  for  the  past  fifty  years  could  be 

written  without  assigning  Doolittle  a  conspicuous  place.    When  our 
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country  was  passing  through  its  critical,  crucial  period  Doolittle  was 
an  active  power  in  moulding  public  opinion  and  guiding  the  ship  of 
state. 

To  the  state  of  Wisconsin  his  life  has  been  an  open  book. 

His  chief  characteristic  was  love  of  his  home,  his  country,  and  his 
God.  In  his  home  he  was  all  that  could  be  desired.  Kind,  gentle,  lov- 
ing, and  forbearing,  he  bound  his  family  to  him  by  hooks  of  steel.  He 
was  blessed  in  the  companionship  of  a  wife  of  uncommonly  good  judg- 
ment and  intelligence,  whom  he  consulted  fully  in  all  oases,  and  with 
vhom  he  worked  harmoniously  and  lovingly. 

In  social  life  his  bearing  was  so  considerate,  so  free  from  ostentation, 
and  so  kindly  sympathetic  that  he  captured  the  hearts  of  all  and  was 
gladly  welcomed  in  every  social  circle.  The  humblest  citizen  never 
felt  abashed  in  his  presence,  and  a  kindly  greeting,  listening  ear,  and 
attentive  consideration  were  extended  to  alL  His  hospitality  was  pro- 
verbial, and  every  guest  was  made  to  feel  welcome  in  his  delightful 
home.  His  manners  were  those  of  the  old  school,  affable,  courteous, 
dignified,  and  considerate  of  the  opinions  of  other& 

For  his  country  Doolittlb  was  ever  ready  to  make  any  sacrifice 
and  to  exert  his  utmost  powers.  As  a  public  speaker  during  the  Civil 
War  he  exerted  a  powerful  influence  in  support  of  the  Union  and 
against  the  Rebellion.  No  voice  was  more  potent  than  his  in  moulding 
the  policy  of  the  administration  during  the  life  of  Abraham  Lincoln. 
Perhaps  no  man  in  public  life  at  Washington  was  more  trusted  by  the 
martyred  president.  At  one  time  President  Lincoln  ivas  severely  criti- 
cised by  the  press  and  many  public  men,  and  Doolittle  was  asked  his 
opinion.  Raising  himself  to  his  full  height,  and  in  stentorian  tones,  he 
replied  "I  believe  in  God  and  Abraham  Lincoln."  The  words  rang 
through  the  country  from  one  end  to  the  other  like  a  bugle  blast,  and 
did  much  to  silence  the  opposition  to  the  president 

It  would  not  be  proper  at  this  time  to  enter  into  a  lengthy  discussion 
of  the  propriety  of  Ex-Senator  Doolittle's  course  after  the  assassina- 
tion of  President  Lincoln  with  reference  to  the  reconstruction  of  the 
seceded  states  or  the  impeachment  of  President  Johnson.  It  can  be 
safely  said,  however,  as  time  and  reflection  have  cooled  the  passions  of 
men,  that  the  measures  advocated  by  Doolittle  of  leniency  and  for- 
bearance towards  the  conquered  South  have  commended  themselves 
more  and  more  to  the  good  judgment  of  the  American  people.  To-day, 
when  we  know  no  North,  no  South,  no  East,  and  no  West,  and  one  flag 
floats  over  every  part  of  our  broad  domain,  liberty,  equality,  and  fra- 
ternity are  the  watchwords  of  the  nation  and  sweet  charity  such  as 
Doolittle  recommended  is  the  predominant  sentiment  Whatever 
errors  Doolittle  committed,  if  he  committed  any,  at  that  trying  pe- 
riod, were  because  of  the  goodness  of  his  heart  and  his  desire  that  in 
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dealing  with  the  Southern'  people  ''justice  should  be  tempered  with 
mercy." 

Upon  all  moral  questions  his  position  was  never  doubtful;  he  was 
quick  to  discern  the  right  and  ever  ready  to  advocate  it  A  man  of 
strong  convictions,  he  was  ever  ready  and  willing  to  give  a  reason  for 
the  faith  that  was  in  him.  His  method  of  reasoning  was  clear  and  per- 
spicuous. No  one  that  heard  him  had  the  least  doubt  as  to  what  he 
meant  His  honesty  and  integrity  were  unquestioned.  Living  in  an 
age  when  money-getting  seems  to  be  the  one  great  object  of  life,  and 
being  in  public  life  a  long  time  and  at  a  period  when  speculation  was 
rife  and  colossal  fortunes  were  made  by  public  men,  he  lived  and  died 
a  poor  man.  If  the  line  of  Pope  is  true,  that  "An  honest  man  is  the 
noblest  work  of  God,"  then  it  may  be  justly  claimed  for  Doolittlk  that 
ho  was  one  of  the  best  of  his  Master's  handiwork. 

In  personal  appearance  he  was  very  striking  and  would  attract  no- 
tice in  whatever  circle  of  people  he  might  enter;  in  figure  he  was  tall, 
straight  broad-shouldered,  powerfully  built,  crowned  by  a  leonine  head 
and  massive  brow,  with  a  countenance  expressive  of  kindness,  thought- 
fulness,  and  power.  It  is  not  strange  that  he  was  the  favorite  tribune 
of  the  people. 

In  his  intercourse  with  his  fellow-citizens,  the  kindness  of  his  heart 
and  the  friendliness  of  his  nature  found  their  best  expression.  Among 
his  fellow-townsmen  all  were  his  friends,  and  any  boy  or  girl  that  walked 
the  streets  never  hesitated  to  ask  of  him  a  question  or  apply  to  him  for 
assistance  in  any  emergency.  It  was  a  pleasure  to  meet  him  in  social 
converse,  so  broad  and  catholic  in  his  grasp  of  subjects,  so  charitable 
in  his  judgments,  and  so  tolerant  of  the  opinions  of  other& 

He  exhibited  the  characteristics  of  the  true  Christian  gentleman  in 
every  word  and  action.  He  had  a  strong  religious  character.  During 
his  long  residence  at  the  city  of  Racine  he  was  an  active  member  of 
the  First  Baptist  Church,  and  was  always  found  at  the  post  of  duty, 
and  his  example  before  the  world  illustrated  his  firm  belief  in  the  teach- 
ings and  principles  of  the  Christian  religion.  Free  from  cant,  hypoc- 
risy, and  sectarianism,  he  was  ready  to  acknowledge  Christian  oharacter 
and  grant  fellowship  to  a  Christian,  whether  found  in  his  own  or  some 
other  fold. 

DooLiTTLE'3  talents  were  most  brilliantly  displayed  when  on  the  ros- 
trum addressing  a  popular  audience.  His  voice  was  so  strong  and  pene- 
trating that  he  was  distinctly  heard  by  the  largest  assemblage.  His 
style  of  reasoning  was  so  simple,  clear,  forcible,  and  direct  as  to  be 
adapted  to  the  commonest  understanding.  He  was  never  guilty  of 
talking  over  the  heads  of  his  audience.  This  was  one  of  the  great  se- 
crets of  his  power  as  a  public  speaker.  In  the  southern  part  of  the 
state  one  often  hears  elderly  persons  speak  of  the  wonderful  power  of 
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the  addresses  of  Doolittle  when  in  his  prime.  While  some  orators 
may  have  been  more  magnetic,  few  were  more  pleasing  and  convincing. 
His  great  abilities  were  needed  and  used  at  the  critical  period  of  our 
nation's  history,  and  he  stood  a  bulwark  against  secession  and  slavery 
and  in  favor  of  liberty  and  union,  and  his  name  will  be  enrolled  among 
the  list  of  illustrious  men  who  saved  this  great  republic.  Eloquently 
and  fervently  did  his  words  of  warning  and  encouragement  ring  through 
the  land  at  a  time  when  the  bravest  hearts  quailed  at  the  thought  of 
the  issues  of  life  or  death  of  the  nation. 

As  a  lawyer  he  had  charge  of  many  important  law  cases  during  his 
long  practice,  and  while  not  as  distinguished  as  a  practitioner  at  the 
bar  as  some  of  the  leading  lawyers  of  the  state,  was  reasonably  success- 
ful and  always  retained  the  confidence  of  his  clients  and  tried  his  cases 
with  ability.  But  very  few  of  the  lawyers  are  now  living  who  prac- 
ticed in  his  court  while  he  was  judge  of  the  First  judicial  circuit,  but 
his  reputation  as  a  judge  is  of  the  best,  and  he  possessed  in  an  eminent 
degree  the  respect  and  confidence  of  the  bar. 

As  a  statesman  he  stood  high  among  the  first  in  the  land.  His 
acquaintance  with  public  men  was  very  extensive,  and  his  opinion  with 
reference  to  public  measures  was  often  sought  and  had  great  weight  in 
the  deliberations  of  the  leading  men  at  Washington.  Ex-Senator  Doo- 
LmLE  lived  beyond  the  allotted  age  of  man,  and  until  a  short  time  be- 
fore his  death  he  walked  the  streets  with  a  vigor  frequently  found 
wanting  in  men  much  younger  in  years.  In  reviewing  his  life  tlie 
thought  presses  upon  us  of  how  few  are  now  living  who  were  prom- 
inently engaged  in  settling  the  fate  of  the  country  at  its  great  crisis. 
One  b3'  one  they  join  the  silent  majority  in  the  churchyard,  and  naught 
but  the  remembrance  of  a  grateful  people  remains.  Wisconsin  may 
well  feel  proud  that  so  many  of  her  illustrious  sons  were  found  equal 
to  the  occasion. 

But  it  is  a  great  privilege  to  have  been  an  actor  in  life's  drama  at 
such  a  time  and  amid  such  scenes.  Man's  life  is  not  to  be  measured  by 
the  years  which  he  has  lived,  but  by  the  good  deeds  which  he  has  done 
and  the  great  events  in  which  he  has  been  a  prominent  participant. 
The  latter  half  of  the  nineteenth  century  has  been  crowded  with  im- 
portant events,  and  the  world's  progress  has  been  wonderful.  Well  has 
it  been  for  this  land  of  ours  that  during  the  bloody  strife  and  terrible 
conflict  through  which  we  have  passed  such  men  as  Abraham  Lincoln, 
James  R  Doolittle,  and  a  host  of  others  were  at  the  helm  to  guide  the 
ship  of  state.  Men  of  patriotism  and  broad  statesmanship  were  then 
wanted,  and  from  all  over  the  country  such  men  appeared  to  supply 
the  need.  Such  patriotism,  such  statesmanship  are  needed  to-day.  We 
have  plenty  of  wealth  and  are  making  rapid  material  progress,  but  the 
need  of  patriotic,  unselfish,  broad-minded  men  like  Doolittle  is  as 
great  as  ever. 
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Mr.  Justice  "Winslow,  on  behalf  of  the  court,  responded  as 
follows : 

With  the  death  of  Jambs  R.  Doouttle,  there  passed  from  the  stage 
a  remarkable  figure  and  one  of  which  Wisconsin  may  well  feel  proud. 

Born  in  the  early  years  of  the  century,  he  almost  reached  its  close 
with  his  mental  powers  unimpaired  and  a  sturdy  frame  which  showed 
but  slightly  the  signs  of  his  advancing  age. 

Nor  was  his  life  one  of  quietness  and  ease ;  it  was  full  to  the  brim  of 
care,  of  labor,  and  of  events.  Early  in  life  there  came  to  him  great 
and  deserved  political  triumphs,  which  brought  with  them  equally  great 
cares  and  responsibilities.  He  met  these  cares  and  responsibilities  with 
a  fortitude  born  of  lofty  resolve  and  an  unfailing  devotion  to  his  duty 
as  a  man  and  a  citizen.  There  came  to  him  later  bitter  disappoint- 
ments and  crushing  sorrow^,  and  he  met  these  with  the  same  fortitude 
and  the  same  lofty  resolve. 

Fate  placed  him  in  the  forefront  of  events  at  a  momentous  crisis  in 
the  national  history,  when  the  destiny  of  the  republic  was  trembling 
in  the  balance  and  the  future  seemed  dark  and  doubtful.  The  test  waa 
supreme,  but  it  was  fully  and  bravely  met  Standing  by  the  side  of  the 
great  Lincoln  as  one  of  his  trusty  and  trusted  counselors,  he  rose  to 
the  full  stature  of  a  statesman,  able  to  cope  with  the  greatest  questions 
and  fit  to  properly  represent  this  great  commonwealth.  His  services 
to  the  state  and  nation  and  to  the  cause  of  free  government  during  the 
twelve  years  which  he  spent  in  the  Senate  cannot  be  easily  over-esti- 
mated. He  left  that  high  office  poor  in  purse  but  rich  in  the  con- 
sciousness of  having  patriotically  performed  his  duty  and  of  having 
bravely  borne  no  small  share  in  the  great  battle  to  preserve  human 
liberty  and  free  institutions. 

He  was  without  question  a  lawyer  of  great  learning  and  breadth  of 
mind;  but  the  imperious  call  to  the  greater  duties  of  a  national  legisla- 
tor took  him  from  the  bar  for  so  long  a  period  during  the  very  prime  of 
life  that  his  career  as  a  lawyer  was  never  rounded  out  to  the  full,  and 
hence  it  is  that  he  will  be  remembered  for  his  achievements  as  a  states- 
man rather  than  on  account  of  his  greatness  as  a  lawyer. 

It  was  my  good  fortune  to  know  him  personally  from  my  boyhood, 
and  I  can  speak  from  a  personal  and  intimate  acquaintance  of  his  char- 
acter as  a  friend  and  neighbor  and  a  private  citizen.  He  was  a  Chris- 
tian  gentleman,  with  all  which  that  name  implies,  and  when  I  have 
said  this  I  have  said,  perliaps,  all  that  is  necessary.  He  carried  into 
private  life  anddaily  walk  the  same  virtues,  the  same  manly  fortitude, 
and  the  same  resolve  to  do  his  duty  as  he  understood  it,  that  he  ezhib- 
itpd  in  public  station. 

James  R  Dooijttle  was  a  good  man,  as  well  as  a  great  man;  he 
honored  his  state,  and  his  state  does  well  to  honor  him. 
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DEATH  OF  HOK.  JOSEPH  T.  MILLS. 

A.  E.  Bushnell,  Esquire,  addressed  the  court  as  follows: 

May  it  please  tJie  Court: —  By  direction  of  a  meeting  of  the  bar  of 
the  Fifth  circuit  held  at  Lancaster  on  the  15th  ultimo,  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  February  term,  1898,  of  the  circuit  court  for  Grant  county, 
Judge  John  G.  Clark,  Thomas  L.  Cleary,  and  myself  were  appointed  a 
committee  to  announce  to  this  court  the  death  of  our  brother  the  Hon. 
Joseph  T.  Mills. 

We  were  also  directed  by  that  meeting  to  present  to  this  court  the 
memorial  adopted  by  them  upon  that  sad  occasion,  and  ask  that  it  be 
spread  of  record  here. 

In  the  absence  of  Col.  Clark,  who  informs  me  that  he  is  unavoidably 
detained  at  home,  and  whose  acquaintance  with  Judge  Mills  long 
-antedated  my  own,  perhaps  I  ought  to  make  reference  to  some  things 
which  he  said  of  our  deceased  brother,  at  that  bar  meeting,  much  more 
fully  and  better  than  I  can  say  them. 

Judge  Mills  was  at  the  time  of  his  death,  I  think,  the  oldest  surviv- 
ing lawyer  of  this  bar.  His  practice  at  the  bar  of  this  court,  which  is 
but  a  continuation  of  the  territorial  supreme  court,  began  at  the  July 
term,  1845.  The  marks  of  his  legal  acumen  may  be  distinctly  traced 
from  the  Ist  of  Pinney  down  through  eighty-nine  volumes  of  Wiscon- 
sin Reports,  covering  almost  half  a  century  of  time;  and  the  impress 
of  his  mind  upon  the  statutes  of  Wisconsin  is  as  plainly  marked  for  a 
nearly  equal  period.  While  in  our  state  legislature  he  introduced  and 
procured  Wisconsin  to  be  the  first  state  outside  of  New  York  to  adopt 
the  New  York  Code  of  Procedure,  now  substantially  in  such  general 
use  in  this  and  other  English-speaking  countries.  The  laws  for  the 
practical  relief  of  the  railroad  farm  mortgagors  were  largely  the  off- 
spring of  his  mind.  Among  the  other  laws  of  Wisconsin  enacted  by 
biUs  introduced  or  written  by  him  may  be  instanced  those  allowing 
damages  in  case  of  wrongfully  caused  death,  the  making  parties  to 
suits  competent  witnesses  in  their  own  behalf,  and  the  limiting  of  dam- 
ages for  injuries  caused  by  the  insufficiency  of  highways. 

He  was  largely  connected  with  the  Sherman  M.  Booth  habeas  corpus 
cases  in  the  supreme  court  of  this  state  and  of  the  United  States,  arising 
out  of  the  rescue  of  Joshua  Glover,  an  escaped  slave,  under  the  fugitive 
slave  law  of  1850,  in  which  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  for  the  first 
time  decided  the  state-rights  question  adversely  to  his  then  contention, 
but  establishing  the  national  doctrine  upon  which  was  afterwards 
fought  out  and  won  the  war  of  the  great  rebellion,  under  the  adminis- 
tration of  Abraham  Lincoln.  He  was  a  large  contributor  to  the  col- 
umns of  the  Grant  County  Herald  when  J.  C.  Cover  was  its  editor;  and 


xlvi         SUPKEME  COUKT  OF  WISCONSIN.  [98 

Death  of  Hon.  Joseph  T.  Mills. 

aided  much  in  making  tliat  paper  the  political  power  that  it  was  in 
those  days. 

Judge  Mills  possessed  a  mind  of  great  subtlety,  and  had  little  per- 
sonal ambition.  He  was  a  zealous  advocate  of  the  inherent  rights  of 
man,  and  his  chief  ambition  seemed  to  be  to  aid  in  the  achievement  of 
their  final  triumph.  To  secure  that  end,  he  wrought  in  many  ways 
that  did  iiot  bring  himself  into  personal  prominence,  but  which  were 
nevertheless  vastly  effective. 

He  was  a  firm  believer  in  vox  popidi  vox  Dei;  and  he  acted  up  to  this 
belief.  Not  that  he  believed  that  an  excited  public  sentiment  was 
always  right,  but  that,  in  some  way  and  at  some  time,  sober  public 
opinion  would  reach  the  right. 

My  acquaintance  with  Judge  Mills  began  in  1855.  H'^  was  then  in 
the  full  tide  of  legal  practice,  and  I  was  a  young  student.  His  pecul- 
iarities were  striking,  but  beneath  them  all  there  was  that  genial  and 
kind  humanity  that  made  him  many  friends.  He  assumed  little  dig- 
nity, and  despised  pomposity;  but  there  was  an  earnestness  of  purpose 
and  manner  about  him,  and  a  consciousness  of  knowledge,  that  made 
him  strong  before  a  jury  who  knew  the  man. 

^My  intimate  acquaintance  with  him  began  after  he  was  elected 
judge  of  the  Fifth  circuit,  when  he  asked  me  to  come  to  Lancaster  and 
assist  him  in  closing  up  his  legal  business  to  assume  the  bench.  From 
that  time  on  I  knew  him  perhaps  as  well  as  any  one  outside  of  his  own 
family.    I  practiced  before  him  twelve  years  when  he  was  on  the  bench. 

He  did  not  possess  great  executive  ability,  but  in  the  office  and  be- 
fore the  court  and  on  the  bench  he  was  a  great  worker,  and  aside  from 
the  lapses  into  which  his  strong  sense  of  humor  and  activity  of  mind 
sometimes  impelled  him,  and  which  after  all  were  perhaps  more  of 
necessary  relaxation  and  stimulating  spice  than  anything  else,  he  was 
always  driving  at  the  main  point;  and  with  all  his  eccentricities,  for  he 
was  eccentric,  he  never  failed  to  command  the  respect  of  every  one, 
and  full  confidence  in  his  incorruptible  honor  and  integrity.. 

The  tribute  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  Judge  Mills,  reported  by 
the  committee,  and  adopted  by  the  bar  meeting  of  the  Fifth  judicial 
circuit  at  the  last  February  term  of  the  circuit  court  for  Grant  county, 
is  as  follows: 

Memorial  of  the  Bar  of  the  Fifth  Judicial  Circuit 

Since  the  last  general  term  of  this  court  our  learned  and  distin- 
guished brother,  Judge  Joseph  T.  Mills,  has  passed  over  the  river  and 
within  that  dark  shadow  which  swallows  up  all  things  human.  He 
died  full  of  years,  aged  eighty-six,  while  on  a  visit  at  the  home  of  his 
son,  J.  Warner  Mills,  in  Denver,  Colorada  After  the  death  of  his  last 
wife  in  1S93,  here  in  Lancaster,  where  he  lived  so  many  years,  his  homo 
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was  hroken  up»  and  he  passed  much  of  his  time  with  his  children,  Eva, 
Mrs.  Judge  Anderson,  in  Manitowoc,  Warner  in  Denver,  and  sometimes 
with  relatives  in  Illinois.  But  his  heart  was  ever  here  in  Lancaster, 
and,  pursuant  to  his  request,  here  he  was  buried  by  his  brethren  of  this 
bar  and  his  old  friends  and  neighbors. 

The  death  of  a  brother  so  eminent  in  the  profession,  who  has  had  so 
much  to  do  with  shaping  the  laws  of  our  state,  who  has  held  such  hon- 
orable positions  among  us,  and  with  whom  we  have  been  so  long  and 
so  pleasantly  associated,  is  entitled  to  more  than  a  passing  notice. 

Judge  Mills  came  to  Lancaster  soon  after  1840.  He  was  born  on  Cane 
Ridge,  near  Paris,  in  Bourbon  county,  Kentucky,  on  December  18,  1811. 
He  was  one  of  the  younger  in  a  family  of  several  children.  His  father 
was  a  judge  of  one  of  the  lower  courts  of  that  state.  In  early  life  he  lived 
and  studied  with  his  uncle,  Benjamin  Mills,  one  of  the  judges  of  the 
court  of  appeals  of  Kentucky.  In  1831  he  came  to  Illinois,  and  soon 
after  entered  Illinois  College  at  Jacksonville.  He  was  one  of  the 
"  Suckers  "  who  came  up  the  river  from  Illinois  to  the  lead  mines  of 
Wisconsin  in  the  spring  of  1833,  and  he  returned  the  same  year  to  Jack- 
sonville. About  1834  or  1835  he  came  to  Fort  Crawford  at  Prairie  du 
Cbien,  then  one  of  the  military  outposts  of  this  country,  as  tutor  to  the 
children  of  CoL  Zacliary  Taylor,  who  was  then  commandant  of  that 
post,  afterwards  the  "rough  and  ready"  general  of  the  Mexican  war, 
and  a  little  later  president  of  the  United  States.  There,  and  in  that 
vicinity,  he  continued  to  live  until  he  came  to  Lancaster.  While  at 
Prairie  du  Chien  and  here  in  Lancaster  he  continued  his  legal  studies 
begun  with  his  uncle  Benjamin  in  Kentucky,  and  was  admitted  to  the 
bar  of  the  territorial  district  court  held  at  Lancaster,  on  March  27, 1844, 
on  the  motion  of  Thomas  P.  Burnett,  he  and  Ben.  C.  Eastman  and  Nel- 
son Dewey  being  the  committee  who  examined  him,  and  Charles 
Dunn,  chief  justice  of  the  territorial  supreme  court,  judge  presiding. 
He  taught  school  for  several  ternas  in  the  northwest  of  Grant  county 
and  here  in  Lancaster.  Here  he  began  the  practice  of  his  chosen  pro- 
fession, which  left  him  no  time  for  anything  else;  and  he  continued  in 
the  profession,  with  Lancaster  as  his  home,  throughout  all  the  rest  of 
his  long  life. 

The  life,  character,  and  services  of  Judge  Mills  are  to  be  viewed  in 
connection  with  the  times,  and  the  country,  and  the  part  of  the  coun- 
try, in  which  he  lived.  He  was  born  on  the  frontier,  and  always  lived 
along  the  frontier  of  the  westward  march  of  civilization  in  the  great 
reptiblia  His  birth  place  was  in  Kentucky,  in  1811.  then  but  little  re- 
moved from  the  times  when  it  was  known  as  *'  the  dark  and  bloody 
ground  "  of  the  Indian  wars  of  its  early  settlement.  He  was  born  and 
reared  in  the  atmosphere  of  the  Indian  tighter,  where  no  man  could  be 
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respected  who  was  not  quick  and  ready  to  couraj^eously  resent  an  in- 
sult, even  unto  death.  He  had  early  imbibed  a  hatred  for  slavery,  from 
seeing  its  workings  in  that  border  slave  state,  where  he  always  insisted 
the  anti-slavery  movement  had  its  origin,  and  from  whence  came  its 
earlier  and  most  radical  supporters.  He  was  a  student  at  Illinois  Col- 
lege when  Edward  Beecher,  a  brother  of  Henry  Ward  Beecher,  was  its 
president,  and  whose  early  death  he  greatly  deplored,  often  declaring 
that  he  was  a  bigger  and  a  better  man  than  his  brother,  the  great  Ply- 
mouth Church  preacher.  Doubtless  the  influence  of  Edward  Beecher 
did  not  tend  to  make  the  young  student  any  the  less  an  abolitionist 

Here  in  southwestern  Wisconsin,  the  leading  mining  region,  then  the 
most  populous  and  important  part  of  the  territory  of  Wisconsin,  among 
such  contemporaries  as  Thomas  P.  Burnett  of  Patch  Grove;  Barber  and 
Dewey  of  Lancaster;  Cole  and  Biddlecome  and  Wm.  Hull  of  Potosi; 
Ben.  C.  Eastman,  Gea  W.  Lakin,  and  Stephen  O.  Paine  of  Platte ville; 
Charles  and  Frank  Dunn,  Montgomery  M.  Cothren,  Moses  M.  Strong. 
Samuel  Crawford,  and  Mortimer  M.  Jackson  of  Mineral  Point;  James 
J.  Knowlton  of  ShuUsburg;  and  Wyram  Knowlton  of  Prairie  du  Cbien, 
young  Mills  soon  gained  a  high  reputation  and  practice  in  his  profes- 
sion as  a  learned  and  acute  lawyer,  and  in  politics  as  a  radical  aboli* 
tionist 

His  law  practice  extended  to  the  highest  courts,  and  often  his  oase 
lost  in  the  lower  court  was  won  on  a  legal  point  saved  for  review. 

Abolitionists  were  not  popular  here  in  Wisconsin  in  those  days,  any 
more  than  they  were  in  Boston.  There  was  no  political  preferment  for 
MiLUS  until  the  anti-slavery  sentiment  of  the  country  crystallized  in  the 
formation  of  the  Republican  party.  He  became  prominent  in  the  or- 
ganization of  that  party,  and  through  it  several  times  was  made  district 
attorney  of  Grant  county,  was  often  sent  to  the  state  legislature,  and 
was  twice  elected  judge  of  this  judicial  circuit,  serving  twelve  yeans  on 
this  bench. 

Judge  Mills  was  a  learned  and  able  lawyer,  and  an  upright  judge. 
No  suspicion  of  corruption  ever  attached  to  his  decisions  or  any  of  his 
actions  public  or  private.  He  was  essentially  a  student  all  his  long  life; 
and  not  of  the  law  merely,  but  of  the  classics,  and  the  higher  mathe- 
matics, and  of  the  leading  modem  languages.  Seldom  was  he  found 
indoors  without  some  book  in  his  hands;  and  on  all  subjects  he  was  an 
original  thinker.  He  was  often  called  eccentric.  In  his  pleas  in  court 
he  sometimes  seemed  to  ramble,  but  the  opponent  who  counted  on  his 
omitting  an  essential  point  in  his  oase  reckoned  without  his  host  And 
his  apparent  vagaries  were  often  found  to  parry  or  cover  a  vital  thrust 

He  was  a  man  of  extremely  temperate  and  abstemious  habits.  He 
did  not  live  to  eat  and  drink,  but  always  ate  and  drank  to  live.    Thus 
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he  avoided  the  excess  and  temptations  before  which  so  many  of  his 
contemporaries  at  the  bar  of  this  circuit  fell;  and  he  survived  them  all, 
except  Judge  Cole. 

He  cared  little  for  dress  or  money.  Such  a  thing  as  a  silk  hat  or  a 
broadcloth  suit  never  ^adorned  his  person.  They  would  have  been  en- 
tirely out  of  place  with  all  thought  of  Judge  M1LI&  Comfort  and  con- 
venience In  clothing  were  the  chief  requisites  with  him.  The  attrac- 
tions of  wealth  had  no  power  ovec  him.  The  winning  of  his  case  in 
court  was  of  infinitely  more  importance  than  the  pay  it  might  bring 
him.  His  wants  were  few  and  easily  supplied.  Good  books  were  his 
chief  delight,  and  in  all  sorts  of  lore  he  reveled. 

His  old  pastor,  Dr.  Samuel  W.  Eaton,  who  for  over  forty  years  min- 
istered to  the  Congregational  church  in  Lancaster,  well  summed  up  his 
characteristics*  in  the  so  appropriate  funeral  sermon  which  he  preached 
over  his  remaina    Of  Judge  Mills  he  said: 

"He  was  a  man  of  extraordinary  keenness  and  originality  of  in- 
tellect Intercourse  with  him  was  refreshing  and  stimulating.  He 
was  continually  starting  new  lines  of  thought  that  charmed  or  electri- 
fied the  listener  by  their  originality  and  vigor.  His  was  not  a  mind 
to  follow  beaten  paths,  but  rather  to  blaze  new  routes  of  investigation. 

"He  was  highly  educated.  Though  only  in  the  first-year  class  in 
the  college,  he  had  a  more  profound  knowledge  of  languages  and  mathe- 
matics than  nine  tenths  of  the  graduates.  He  read  and  wrote  Greeks 
Latin,  French,  and  Spanish  as  readily  as  he  did  English.  After  coming 
to  Lancaster  he  learned  German.  Mrs.  Cox,  mother-in-law  of  Dr.  Has. 
sel,  was  his  German  teacher.  He  was  a  great  mathematician,  always 
buying  the  new  works  on  the  higher  mathematics,  and  studying  them 
through,  on  the  subjects  of  calculus,  analytical  geometry,  and  trigonom- 
etry. Whenever  he  went  off  to  court,  his  books  were  always  put  into 
bis  traveling  bag.  His  Testament  was  printed  in  Greek  and  Latin  in 
parallel  columns.  Besides  his  Testament,  he  always  carried  some  work 
he  was  reading  in  one  of  the  many  languages  he  knew,  and  some  mathe- 
matical books,  with  his  noted  up  law  books.  These  he  carried  with 
him  as  he  traveled  round  the  circuit.  One  of  his  latest  labors  was  to 
commit  to  memory  the  whole  Bible  in  German. 

**  He  was  a  deeply  religious  man.  He  may  be  said  to  be  the  founder 
of  the  Congregational  church  in  this  city;  for  through  his  devotion  and 
perseverance  the  church  was  largely  sustained  in  its  earlier  years.  His 
controversies  with  Jared  Warner  of  Patch  Grove,  locally  noted  as  a 
powerful  opponent  of  the  Christian  church,  are  famous  in  the  country's 
traditions  for  their  brilliancy  and  wealth  of  knowledge.  The  two  men 
were  fast  friends;  and  it  was  for  his  opponent  in  argument  that  Mills 
named  his  son  J.  Warner.  One  of  his  favorite  arguments  was  that  no 
Vol.  98— d 
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Jew,  no  man  of  Christ's  time,  situated  as  he  was,  could  write  such  a 
story  as  the  story  of  Christ's  life  and  teachings;  and  that  Christ's  life 
and  teachings  are,  in  themselves,  indisputable  evidence  of  his  divine 
origin. 

**He  was  of  an  exceedingly  sunny  disposition,  jovial,  light-hearted, 
and  a  good  story-teller.  He  has  been  likened  to  Abraham  Lincoln  in 
this  respect,  who  was  his  personal  friend.  They  were  both  born  in 
Kentucky,  both  came  to  Illinois  in  early  life,  both  bad  a  keen  sense  of 
the  humorous,  and  they  had  much  in  common  between  them.  He  also 
had  great  self-control.  Probably  no  man  ever  heard  MlLi^  raise  his 
voice  in  anger,  though  sarcasm  and  keen  retort  were  his  to  use  if  oc- 
casion demanded.  He  was  a  man  of  large  charity,  never  speaking  ill  of 
his  neighbor,  and  always  ready  to  do  a  good  turn  for  any  one  when  in 
his  power. 

"Mills  was  a  fighter.  It  mattered  not  whether  the  contest  were 
intellectual  or  physical,  the  man  who  threw  down  the  gage  of  battle  to 
Joe  Mills  must  fight  He  was  an  expert  in  the  use  of  fire-arms.  Per- 
haps no  man  in  the  state  excelled  him  with  a  shot-gun.  One  of  the 
early  sherifi"s  of  Grant  county,  named  Baker,  had  proofs  of  his  marks- 
manship. His  moral  courage  was  even  greater  than  his  physical  cour- 
age. He  was  a  pronounced  abolitionist,  at  a  time  when  less  brave  men 
were  cowed  into  silence  by  the  scorn  and  contumely  heaped  upon  the 
early  abolitionists.  His  house  was  once  attacked  by  a  mob  of  angry 
and  perhaps  half-drunken  men,  who  demanded  the  person  of  an  aboli- 
tion lecturer  named  Matthews,  who  was  in  the  house  at  the  time.  Dire 
threats  of  tar  and  feathers  and  other  violence  were  made  against  the 
lecturer.  Mills  faced  the  crowd  with  his  shotgun,  drove  them  away, 
and  took  possession  of  the  small  cannon  they  brought  with  them. 

**  Judge  Mills  was  a  thoroughly  honest  and  conscientious  man.  A 
client  with  a  fat  purse  was  no  temptation  to  him  unless  he  was  first 
convinced  that  his  client  was  right;  th^n  nothing  could  swerve  him." 

The  consideration  of  Judge  Mills  as  a  lawyer  would  be  incomplete 
without  notice  of  his  kindness  and  condescension  to  the  younger  mem- 
bers of  the  bar.  No  young  attorney  ever  applied  to  him  for  aid  with- 
out obtaining  from  him  ready  and  cheerful  assistance.  He  gave  to 
them  freely  from  the  rich  stores  of  his  legal  knowledge,  just  what  they 
needed,  without  thought  of  pay  or  charge.  We  who  were  young  law- 
yers when  he  was  one  of  the  leaders  of  this  bar  owe  much  to  Judge 
MiLi^  for  his  kindly  aid  and  assistance  at  times  when  we  needed  it 
most. 

It  is  not  to  be  said  that  Judge  Mills  was  entirely  free  from  those 
frailties  which  do  make  us  all  human.  No  man  is,  or  ever  was,  per- 
fect, save  He  who  spoke  as  never  man  spake.    But  we  who  knew  him 
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best  may  truthfully  say  that  throughout  his  long  life  we  believe  he 
harbored  malice  toward  no  one,  and  that  he  died  with  no  one  bearing 
malice  toward  him.  It  is  very  meet  that  we,  his  brethren  of  the  bar 
of  the  Fifth  judicial  circuit,  extending  the  broad  mantle  of  charity 
over  his  faults  and  his  foibles,  whatever  they  may  have  been,  should 
give  to  his  memory  that  due  meed  of  praise  which  his  many  virtues 
merit,  and  place  them  of  perpetual  record  in  the  annals  of  this  court, 
where  he  was  first  admitted  to  the  bar,  and  whose  records  are  so  largely 
connected  with  his  professional  career. 

Judge  MiLi£  was  a  great  lover  of  poetry,  and  an  omnivorous  reader 
of  the  best  poets.  Of  the  minor  poems,  Gray's  Elegy  Written  in  a 
Country  Churchyard  was  his  favorite.  His  heart  sometimes  seemed 
"pregnant  with  the  celestial  fire,"  and  while  he  seldom  tried  to  "wake 
to  ecstasy  the  living  lyre  "  in  poetical  numbers,  his  speech  was  full  of 
flights  of  fancy  and  imagination  that  spoke  a  highly  poetical  nature. 

In  the  death  of  Judge  Mills  the  oldest  member  of  this  bar,  and  the 
sole  resident  survivor  among  us  of  those  bright  legal  lights  who  made 
the  bar  of  the  lead-mining  region  of  Wisconsin  famous  in  its  early  his- 
tory, has  gone  to  that  bourn  whence  no  traveler  returns.  It  is  well  to 
remember  that  his  is  the  common  fate  of  us  alL  Soon  we  all  must  fol- 
low him. 

The  boast  of  heraldry,  the  pomp  of  power, 
And  all  that  beauty,  all  that  wealth  e'er  gave, 

Await  alike  the  inevitable  hour: 
The  paths  of  glory  lead  but  to  the  grave. 

Can  storied  urn,  or  animated  bust. 
Back  to  its  mansion  call  th«  fleeting  breath? 

Can  Honor's  voice  provoke  the  silent  dust. 
Or  Flattery  soothe  the  dull,  cold  ear  of  Death? 

No  further  seek  his  merits  to  disclose. 
Or  draw  his  frailties  from  their  dread  abode  •— 

There  they  alike  in  trembling  hope  repose  — 
The  bosom  of  his  Father  and  his  God. 

Resolved:  1.  That  in  the  death  of  our  distinguished  brother.  Judge 
Joseph  Trotter  Mxli^  we  deeply  sympathize  and  condole  with  his 
children  and  relatives  in  their  bereavement,  and  join  with  them  in 
mourning  his  departure. 

2.  That  in  the  death  of  Judge  Mills  our  profession  has  lost  a  learned 
and  eminent  lawyer,  the  state  a  wise  lawmaker,  Lancaster  one  of  its 
oldest  and  most  respected  residents,  the  members  of  this  bar  a  kind  and 
much  loved  friend  and  brother,  and  our  country  a  devoted  and  patriotic 
citizen. 

3.  That,  having  consigned  his  body  to  the  earth,  we  will  ever  cherish 
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his  memory  in  our  hearts;  and  we  commend  his  spirit  to  God  who 
gave  it 

Resolved:  That  we  request  that  this  memorial  be  spread  upon  the 
records  'of  the  circuit  court  for  Grant  county,  Wisconsin,  and  that  a 
copy  thereof,  under  the  certificate  of  the  clerk  and  the  seal  of  the  court, 
be  presented  to  each  of  the  surviving  children  of  our  deceased  brother. 

John  G.  Clark, 

A.  R.  BUSHNELL^ 

W.  H.  Beebe. 

Committee. 

This  report  was  unanimously  adopted  by  the  bar  meeting  of  the 
Fifth  circuit,  and  by  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Grant  county  it  was 
entered  of  record  in  that  court.  By  a  like  unanimous  vote  A.  R.  Bush- 
nell,  John  G.  Clark,  and  Thomas  L.  Cleary  were  appointed  a  commit- 
tee to  present  the  action  of  that  bar  meeting  to  this  court,  and  ask  that 
it  be  spread  upon  its  records. 

This  court  is  immortal.  We,  the  attorneys  of  this  bar,  the  judges 
upon  this  bench,  pass  on,  and  our  places  are  filled  by  others;  but  this 
court  never  die&  The  faces  that  look  down  upon  us  from  these  walls, 
these  memorial  proceedings  here  to-day,  admonish  us  of  the  common 
lot  of  man.  As  we  have  succeeded  those  who  have  gone  before  us,  so 
shall  we  in  turn  make  way  for  our  successors,  and  they  for  others  who 
shall  come  after  them.  But  the  records  of  this  court  are  of  perpetual 
memory.  They  will  be  scanned  by  the  drivers  of  the  profession  through 
the  coming  centuries. 

Most  lawyers,  I  believe,  have  an  abiding  faith  in  the  future  life. 
And  why  should  it  not  be  so?  The  indestructibility  of  matter  is  a  fixed 
fact  of  science.  No  material  atom  can  be  destroyed.  Its  form  may  be 
changed ;  it  may  be  resolved  into  its  constituent  elements;  but  in  some 
form,  and  somewhere,  it  is  eternal.  The  gross  matter  which  forms  our 
bodies  being  eternal,  shall  it  be  said  that  the  higher  and  more  noble 
part  of  our  being,  that  which  thinks,  and  loves,  and  reasons,  can  be  less 
enduring?    No!  a  thousand  times  no! 

Each  of  the  many  causes  in  this  court  has  its  appropriate  record. 
While  the  record  of  each  ono  of  us,  for  good  or  ill,  is  forever  made  up 
in  the  great  book  of  life,  and  depends  not  upon  the  appreciation,  or 
the  lack  of  it,  of  our  fellow-men,  it  seems  fit  that  for  those  who  have 
achieved  eminence  in  the  profession,  and  have  left  their  so  visible 
marks  upon  our  laws,  a  little  space  should  be  given  in  the  records  of 
this  court,  wherein  their  brethren  who  lived  when  they  did  may  bear 
witness  of  their  worth,  their  standing  and  character  among  us.  Thus 
may  we  do  honor  to  the  memory  of  the  dead,  and  inculcate  useful  les- 
sons to  the  living. 
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Jadge  MiLUS  has  passed  within  the  gates  of  the  hereafter.  He  is 
dead.    Death, 

What  is  death?    Oh,  what  is  death? 

'  Tis  the  snapping  of  the  chain,^ 
'Tis  the  breaking  of  the  bowl, — 

'Tis  relief  from  every  pain,— 
•Tis  the  freedom  of  the  soul. 

'Tis  the  setting  of  the  sun, 
To  rise  again,  to-morrow, 

A  brigliter  course  to  run, 
Nor  sinK  again,  to  sorrow. 

Such  is  death.    Yes,  such  is  death* 

What  is  death  ?    Oh,  what  is  death? 

'Tis  slumber  to  the  weary, — 
'  Tis  rest  to  the  forlorn, — 

*  Tis  shelter  to  the  dreary, — 
•Tis  peace  from  every  storm, 

'Tis  the  entrance  to  our  home,— 
•Tis  the  passage  to  that  God 

Who  bids  His  children  come, 
When  their  earthly  course  is  trod. 

Such  is  death.    Yes,  such  is  death. 

I  move  your  Honors  that  the  record  be  made. 

T.  L.  Cleary,  Esquire,  also  spoke,  but  no  record  of  his  re- 
marks has  been  preserved. 

On  behalf  of  the  court  Mr.  Justice  Pinnet  responded  as 
follows: 

The  memorial  of  the  life,  character,  and  public  services  of  the  late 
Judge  Joseph  T.  Mills,  which  has  just  been  read  in  the  hearing  of  the 
court,  cannot  fail  to  awaken  a  most  interesting  train  of  recollections  in 
the  minds  of  all  citizens  of  our  state  who  have  been  at  all  cognizant  of 
public  men  and  events  during  the  period  immediately  ensuing  our 
territorial  organization,  and  with  which  the  life  work  of  Judge  Mills 
was  more  or  less  intimately  connected;  bringing  from  the  dim  and  al- 
most buried  past  so  much  of  interest  and  significance  in  the  history  of 
the  founding,  building  up,  and  development  of  the  state.  His  life  work 
links  together  very  much  that  has  been  built  into  and  become  a  part 
not  only  of  that  history  but  of  the  state  itself  in  many  very  important 
essentiala  His  relations  to  the  courts  and  the  profession,  and  all  that 
surrounds  or  relates  to  the  administration  of  justice  and  of  public  af- 
fairs, at  once  arrests  attention.  At  the  time  of  his  death  he  had  become 
and  for  a  long  time  had  been  a  notable  and  unique  figure  in  the  history  of 
the  state.  He  was  venerable  for  his  years  and  prolonged  public  services 
in  the  profession,  and  notably  for  breadth  of  knowledge,  learning,  and 
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experience  at  the  bar  and  in  the  administration  of  justice  in  the  cir- 
cuit in  which  he  had  resided  for  more  than  sixty  years. 

A  native  of  Kentucky,  he  came  from  Illinois  to  Wisconsin  when  it 
was  a  sparsely  settled  territory  and  at  the  time  when  the  mining  ex- 
citement in  the  lead  region  occurred,  in  quest  of  adventure  and  for- 
tune, settling  at  Fort  Crawford,  and  thereafter  and  until  his  demise  he 
continued  to  be  a  conspicuous  resident  of  Wisconsin.  He  had  been 
well  educated  and  received  excellent  discipline  and  training  in  legal 
learning  under  his  uncle,  Benjamin  Mills,  a  judge  of  the  court  of  ap- 
peals of  Kentucky.  At  the  time  of  his  advent  the  courts  of  the  terri- 
tory had  not  been  organized,  and  of  law  business  there  was  then  little 
or  none,  and  the  prospect  of  the  future  was  far  from  cheering.  The 
sparsely  settled  territory  recently  rescued  from  the  control  of  the  In- 
dians had  hardly  put  on  the  guise  of  a  civilized  state.  Narrow  field 
indeed  was  there  here,  for  the  present,  certainly,  to  stimulate  or  gratify 
human  ambition  in  the  practice  of  his  chosen  profession.  There  were 
in  Wisconsin  at  this  time  but  two  or  three  moderate  sized  villages, 
from  one  to  two  hundred  miles  apart  The  towns  and  cities  of  the 
future  were  still  in  embryo  or  but  on  paper;  the  ways  and  marts  of 
commerce  had  not  even  been  planned;  the  means  of  inter-communica- 
tion were  by  the  Indian  trails  and  along  the  waterways  by  barges  or  ca- 
noes, and  all  around  was  the  primeval  stillness  of  the  wilderness  instead 
of  the  hum  and  busy  enterprise  of  the  present.  The  country  was  yet 
to  be  built,  as  it  were,  and  to  be  moulded  into  a  civil  state,  and  Judge 
MILL.S  gave  himself  and  his  best  thouglit  and  effort  cheerfully  and  with 
a  zest  to  his  allotted  task  of  becoming,  as  he  did,  one  of  its  builders 
and  in  a  considerable  sense  taking  a  prominent  part  in  forming  its  in- 
stitutions and  laws.  What  a  field  was  here  presented  for  earnest  and 
well  directed  effort! 

There  was  little  to  attract  or  interest  a  young  man  educated  and 
fitted  for  life  in  the  advancing  and  busy  civilization  of  the  older  states, 
but  the  future  legislator  and  judge  turned  his  hand  to  whatever  it  found 
to  do,  like  so  many  others  under  like  circumstances  m  the  opening  and 
settlement  of  new  countries.  He  was  at  first  a  tutor  in  the  family  of 
Gen.  Zachary  Taylor  at  Fort  Crawford,  and  a  school  teacher  as  well 
afterwards.  lie  took  an  active  part  in  the  opening  drama  of  founding 
the  state,  and  under  circumstances  and  surroundings  of  the  most  in- 
teresting character  he  labored  on  until  he  and  his  associates  at  last,  in 
the  wisely  planned  and  well  developed  modern  state,  realized  the  full 
fruition  of  their  hopes.  He  met  and  mingled  with  the  motley  citizens 
of  this  wilderness,  composed  in  the  main  of  traders,  hunters,  and  sav- 
ages, and  acquired  an  extensive  acquaintance.  The  country  in  the 
meantime  increased  in  wealth,  population,  and  power;  commerce  and 
manufacturing  were  carried  on  in  a  small  way,  and  the  arts  and  meth- 
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ods  of  civilized  people  were  introduced  and  established,  when  the  neces- 
sities of  advancing  civilization  required  the  offices  and  services  which 
an  educated  and  intelligent  lawyer  alone  could  well  and  efficiently  ren- 
der. Having  acquired  a  widely  extended  acquaintance,  the  future  of 
one  of  such  moderate  ambition  as  he  became  at  once  secure. 

His  life  was  full  of  interesting  incidents  and  adventures,  which  ac- 
corded well  with  the  temperament  and  tendencies  of  one  born  atid 
reared  near  the  dark  and  bloody  gi'ound  of  Indian  warfare  in  Kentucky. 
For  the  most  part,  however,  his  life  ran  in  even  and  natural  channels 
and  in  the  midst  of  surroundings  favorable  to  earnest  study,  vigorous 
thought,  and  quiet  contemplation.  He  was  a  devoted  student  and  a 
bold  and  original  thinker.  His  habits  were  simple  and  plain,  he  cared 
little  for  dress  or  money,  and  was  indeed  quite  ap  original  character, 
giving  little  heed  to  the  acquisition  of  wealth  or  the  established  ways 
and  methods  of  social  life  in  older  and  more  fashionable  communities. 
His  wants  were  few  and  easily  supplied;  good  books  were  his  chief  de- 
light. He  was  eccentric  in  thought  and  action.  He  was  not  only  a 
great  student,  but  an  omnivorous  reader,  and  kept  well  abreast  with 
modern  ideas,  theories,  and  current  events.  He  was  a  man  of  origi- 
nality and  independence  of  thought;  one  who  sought  out  his  own  lines 
of  investigation  and  did  his  own  thinking.  He  was  essentially  a  radi- 
cal—  a  reformer  prompt  to  arraign  and  question  any  abuse  however 
venerable  and  however  formidable  or  numerous  its  supporters.  He 
was  prone  to  start  new  theories  and  lines  of  thought,  surprising  a  lis- 
tener frequently  by  their  originality  and  the  vigor  and  address  with 
which  they  were  presented.  He  gave  early  attention  to  the  study  of  lan- 
guages, both  ancient  and  modern,  and  his  self-acquired  attainments  as 
a  linguist  were  very  considerable,  and  mathematical  and  metaphysical 
studies  were  his  especial  delight  He  will  long  be  remembered  as  an 
interesting  and  instructive  companion.  He  was  of  a  kindly  and  sunny 
disposition.  Long  study  and  extensive  reading  had  made  him  a  full 
man,  not  only  entertieiiuing,  but  instructive. 

As  a  lawyer  he  was  especially  thorough  and  efficient.  He  excelled 
in  argument  in  the  court  of  last  resort,  where  he  often  converted  de- 
feat at  the  circuit  into  substantial  victory.  As  a  trial  lawyer  he  was 
noted  for  his  tact  and  good  management,  which,  with  his  knowledge  of 
human  nature  and  a  ready  fund  of  wit  and  anecdote,  rendered  him  a 
formidable  antagonist.  He  did  not  manifest  any  ambition  for  political 
preferment  or  any  desire  to  reap  the  higher  rewards  of  professional 
effort  or  skill,  but  instead  of  seeking  employment  in  cases  involving  mat- 
ters of  commerce,  manufacturing,  and  corporate  rights  and  interests,  he 
was  content  with  what  fell  to  his  lot  as  a  village  or  rural  lawyer,  without' 
any  especial  effort  to  extend  or  make  his  practice  specially  lucrative.  He 
did  not  appear  to  care  for  money  save  as  a  means  of  satisfying  reasonable 
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want&  His  arguments  at  the  bar  were  characterized  by  vigor  and  clear- 
ness, and  made  entertaining  by  the  witty  and  humorous  conceits  and 
repartees  with  which  his  efforts  abounded.  He  was  kindly  and  obliging 
to  his  fellows^  and  respectful  and  deferential  to  the  court  Southwestern 
Wisconsin,  a  lead-mining  region,  was  the  earliest  settled  and  the  most 
important  part  of  the  territory,  and  throughout  which  Judge  Mills 
w^s  held  as  a  lawyer  in  deservedly  high  repute.  The  greater  portion 
of  his  professional  life  was  passed  with  such  contemporaries  and  fellow- 
practitioners  as  Thomas  P.  Burnett,  J.  Allen  Barber,  Nelson  Dewey, 
Orsamus  Cole,  W.  R  Biddlecome,  Ben  C.  Eastman,  George  W.  Lalsin, 
Stephen  O.  Paine,  Charles  and  Frank  Dunn,  M.  M.  Cothren,  Moses  M. 
Strong,  Samuel  Crawford,  M.  M.  Jackson,  and  James  H.  Knowlton.  He 
was  found  a  faithful  and  efficient  public  servant  in  all  the  various  trusts 
with  which  during  his  long  life  the  people  frequently  honored  him.  He 
was  a  learned  and  able  lawyer,  and  an  upright  judge.  He  served  two 
t^rms  of  six  years  each  as  judge  of  the  Fifth  judicial  circuit  He  was 
thoroughly  in  sympathy  with  the  modern  spirit  of  reform  in  legal  pro- 
cedure, and  it  was  largely,  if  not  mainly,  due  to  his  earnest  and  diligent 
efforts  that  the  New  York  Code  was  adopted  in  this  state  in  1856,  when 
he  was  a  member  of  the  assembly.  It  is  due  to  the  truth  of  history  to 
add  that  in  the  main  it  has  withstood  any  considerable  attempts  to  mod- 
ify or  amend  it,  and  still  survives  with  a  better  fate  in  these  respects 
than  has  attended  it  in  the  state  of  its  original  adoption. 

.  The  frequency  with  which  memorial  occasions  such  as  the  present 
occur  at  the  bar  of  this  court  admonishes  us  in  no  uncertain  tones  that 
the  pioneer  lawyers  and  jurists  who  have  performed  honorable  and 
important  service  in  their  day  and  generation  in  establishing  on  a 
firm  and  sure  basis  a  wise  and  intelligent  system  of  jurisprudence,  and 
who  have  served  the  state  long  and  faithfully  in  its  administration, 
are  fast  passing  away  to  be  seen  and  known  no  more  forever.  They 
have  been  at  all  times  a  remarkable  group  of  men,  and  have  rendered 
a  service  to  the  state  in  true  statesmanship  and  in  the  cause  of  law  and 
order,  the  value  and  importance  of  which  cannot  be  over-estimated. 
The  work  may  at  times  have  fallen  to  the  lot  of  men  not  entirely  equal 
to  the  task,  but  the  result  of  their  labors,  remaining  in  honored  use  and 
repute,  indicates  that  the  duties  devolved  on  them  thus  far  have  been 
performed  in  all  fidelity  and  honor.  In  the  hope  that  judicial  duty  in 
the  future,  as  in  the  past,  will  be  faithfully,  firmly,  and  intelligently 
performed,  must  rest  the  security  and  efficiency  of  our  free  institu- 
tions. May  all  who  serve  in  such  stations  in  the  future,  like  our  de- 
ceased friend,  receive  at  last  the  well  earned  plaudit:  ''Well  done, 
good  and  faithful  servant" 

The  proceedings  and  usual  order  will  be  entered  upon  the  records  of 
the  court 
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Brown  &  Haywood  Company,  Eespondent,  vs.  Tranb  and 
wife,  imp.,  Appellants. 

November  17—  December  10, 1897, 

Lien  of  subcontractor:  Notice  to  owner. 

The  plaintiff,  as  subcontractor,  furnished  glass  for  a  building  to  the 
principal  contractor,  who  used  it  in  the  building,  but  discovering 
that  a  portion  of  it  was  defective  notified  the  plaintiff,  who  there- 
upon shipped  new  glass  to -replace  that  which  was  defective.  Such 
new  glass  was  received  at  the  railroad  depot  agreed  upon  as  the 
place  for  delivery,  but  was  left  there  and  never  used  in  the  build- 
ing. The  plaintiff  gave  to  the  owner  of  the  building  written 
notice  of  his  claim  for  a  lien  within  sixty  days  after  the  second 
shipment,  but  not  until  more  than  sixty  days  after  the  first  glass 
was  used  in  the  building,  and  not  until  after  such  owner  had  set- 
tled with  and  paid  the  principal  contractor.  Held,  that  the  right 
to  a  lien  under  sec.  8315,  R.  S.,  was  lost  by  such  delay  in  giving 
the  required  notice. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  La  Crosse 
county:  O.  B.  Wyman,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed, 

The  defendant  Gross,  as  principal  contractor,  entered  into 
a  contract  May  25, 1895,  with  the  defendant  James  A.  Trane, 
to  erect  and  construct  for  him,  at  La  Crosse,  Wisconsin,  a 
brick  building,  and  to  furnish  all  labor  and  materials  in  and 
about  the  erection  and  construction  thereof.  Afterwards 
the  plaintiff,  a  manufacturer  and  dealer  in  plate  glass,  entered 
Vou98  — 1 
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into  a  contract  with  Gross  to  furnish,  on  board  the  cars  at 
La  Crosse,  Wisconsin,  all  the  plate  glass  for  said  building, 
at  the  agreed  price  of  $357.46,  and  did  furnish  and  deliver 
the  required  quantity  of  glass  October  11,  1895,  which  by 
that  date  was  used  in  the  said  building.  Soon  after  the  set- 
ting and  placing  of  this  glass  in  the  building,  the  defendants 
discovered  that  two  of  the  large  plates  were  defective,  and 
the  plaintiflp  was  thereupon  notified  that  they  could  not  bo 
used.  The  plaintiff  tried  to  remove  the  defects  in  said  glass, 
and  as  late  as  November  12, 1895,  furnished  materials  which 
were  used  for  the  purpose  of  removing  the  stains  therefrom. 
The  plaintiff's  agent  met  the  defendants  Trane  and  Gross 
at  the  building  in  the  early  part  of  November,  1895,  at  which 
time  Trane  notified  the  plaintiff  that  he  would  not  pay  for 
the  glass  until  there  was  new  glass  furnished  to  complete 
the  plaintiff's  contract.  December  10,  1895,  the  defendant 
Gross  wrote  the  plaintiff:  "We  can  do  nothing  with  the 
spots  in  the  plate.  I  have  tried  everything  without  success. 
Before  you  make  draft  for  glass,  kindly  have  this  fixed  up.'' 
Thereupon  plaintiff  shipped  two  new  plates,  for  the  purpose 
of  replacing  the  defective  ones,  which  were  received  at  La 
Crosse,  December  18,  1895.  The  new  plates  were  received 
by  the  principal  contractor,  Fred  A.  Gross,  at  one  of  the 
freight  depots  at  La  Crosse,  Wisconsin,  where  plaintiff  con- 
tracted and  agreed  to  deliver  said  glass,  December  18, 1895, 
where  they  have  ever  since  remained.  The  plaintiff  gave 
written  notice  of  its  claim  and  right  of  lien  against  the  build- 
ing and  prjemises  January  11,"  1896;  and  this  action  was 
brought  by  the  plaintiff,  as  subcontractor  of  the  defendant 
Gross,. to  foreclose  a  lien  for  said  glass  against  the  real  estate 
and  building  of  the  defendant  James  A,  Trane,  the  owner 
thereof;  and  the  question  is  as  to  the  right  of  the  plaintiff 
to  maintain  and  enforce  a  lien  against  said  building  and  real 
estate  for  said  materials,  it  having  neglected  "to  give  notice 
in  writing  to  the  owner"  within  sixty  days  after  furnishing 
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such  material.  Plaintiff  had  judgment  in  the  circuit  court 
for  the  value  of  the  glass  furnished,  with  the  usual  order  or 
decree  of  sale,  from  which  the  defendants  appealed. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Fruit  &  Brindleyj 
and  oral  argument  by  J.  J.  Fruit 

George  II.  Gordon^  for  the  respondent,  argued,  inter  alia^ 
that,  the  plaintiff  having  furnished  materials  to  be  used  in 
the  building,  and  it  not  being  its  fault  that  they  were  not 
used  therein,  it  was  entitled  to  the  lien  given  by  statute. 
Eisslinger  v.  Huehner^  22  Wis.  632 ;  Spruh^n  v.  Stouty  62  id. 
523;  Cooper  v,  Cleghom^  50  id.  113.  .Its  right  to  a  lien  can- 
not be  defeated  by  the  failure  of  the  defendants  to  incorpo- 
rate the  materials  in  the  building.  Howes  v.  Reliance  Wire- 
Works  Co.  46  Minn.  44;  Charnley  v.  Ifonig,  74  Wis.  163; 
John  Paul  L.  Co.  v.  Hormel^  61  Minn.  303.  The  plaintiff's 
contract  was  incomplete  until  it  furnished  the  new  glass, 
and  notice  was  in  due  time  given  within  sixty  days  from 
that  date.  Boisot,  Mechanic's  Liens,  §476;  Fowler  v.  Bail- 
lej/y  14  Wis.  125 ;  ScheiUe  v.  Schiclder^  63  Minn.  471 ;  Worthen 
V.  Cleavelandj  129  Mass.  570;  McKelvey  v.  Jarvis^  Ilalpin 
<&  Co.  87  Pa.  St.  414;  Mclntyre  v.  Trautner,  63  Cal.  429; 
St.  Louis  Nat.  Stock  Yards  v.  0]Eeilley,  85  111.  546;  Odd 
FeUows'  Hall  v.  Masser,  24  Pa.  St.  507. 

PiNNEY,  J.  The  statute  (sec.  3315,  R.  S.)  provides :  "  Every 
person  who,  as  subcontractor  of  a  principal  contractor,  per- 
forms any  work  or  labor  for  or  furnishes  any  materials  to 
the  principal  contractor,  ...  in  any  of  the  cases  mep- 
tioned  in  the  preceding  section,  shall  be  entitled  to  the  lien 
and  remedy  given  by  this  chapter,  if,  within  sixty  days  after 
performing  such  work  or  labor  or  furnishing  such  materials, 
he  shall  give  notice  in  writing  to  the  owner,  or  his  agent,  of 
the  property  to  be  affected  by  such  lien,  setting  forth,"  etc. 

The  pjate  glass  which  the  plaintiff  furnished  under  its 
contract  with  Gross,  the  contractor,  was  delivered  to  him, 
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and  used  in  the  building,  October  11,  1895.  Had  the  glass 
been  suitable,  and  in  compliance  with  the  plaintiff's  con- 
tract, it  does  not  admit  of  any  doubt  but  that  the  plaintiff's 
time  within  which  to  give  notice  of  its  claim  of  lien  there- 
for would  have  expired  sixty  days  thereafter,  or  as  early  as 
December  11th.  It  did  not  give  the  necessary  notice  until 
January  11th  next  thereafter.  In  the  meantime  the  defend- 
ant had  settled  with  and  paid  Gross,  the  contractor,  and 
Gross  had  made  an  assignment  for  the  benefit  of  his  credit- 
ors. The  want  of  timely  notice  to  the  defendant  Trane  is 
a  fatal  objection  to  the  plaintiff's  case.  The  statute  giving 
the  remedy  sought  by  the  plaintiff  as  subcontractor  is,  at 
best,  a  harsh  one,  and  parties  invoking  it  are  bound  to  bring 
themselves  strictly  within  its  provisions.  It  is  clear  that 
the  glass  was  defective  and  not  in  compliance  with  the  con- 
tract. This  is  really  conceded  by  the  plaintiff's  shipment  to 
the  contractor.  Gross,  at  La  Crosse,  of  two  new  plates  to 
supply  the  place  of  those  which  were  defective.  These  plates 
were  never  delivered  to  or  accepted  by  Trane^  the  owner, 
and  they  w^ere  never  wrought  or  put  into  the  building.  The 
claim  that  the  delivery  of  the  two  substitute  plates  for  the 
defective  ones  shipped  to  Gross,  the  contractor,  at  La  Crosse, 
and  which  arrived  there  December  18,  1895,  makes  that  the 
last  date  upon  which  the  plaintiff  furnished  said  materials, 
is  wholly  untenable.  Work  done  or  materials  furnished 
within  six  months  prior  to  the  filing  of  a  mechanic's  lien  to 
compensate  for  defective  performance  of  a  building  con- 
tract completed  more  than  six  months  prior  will  not  extend 
the  time  and  preserve  the  right  to  file  such  lien.  Harrison 
Homoeopathic  Asso.  134  Pa.  St.  558.  In  Kennebec  Framing 
Co,  V,  Pickering^  142  Mass.  80,  where  a  person  furnished 
lumber  at  a  certain  price  per  1,000  feet,  at  different  times, 
under  an  entire  contract  in  the  erection  of  a  building,  it  was 
held  that  he  lost  his  lien  if  he  neglected  to  file  his  statement 
of  the  amount  due  him  within  thirty  days  after  the  last 
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item  was  furnished  which  was  actually  used  in  the  erection 
of  the  building.  The  last  glass  actually  used  in  the  build- 
ing in  the  present  case  was  furnished  more  than  sixty  days 
before  the  plaintiflE  gave  notice  of  its  claim  of  lien.  Gale  v. 
Blaikie,  129  Mass.  206. 

It  does  not  appear  that  there  is  any  ground  for  claiming 
that  the  objections  made  to  the  two  plates,  as  defective,  were 
made  by  collusion  between  Trane^  the  owner,  and  Gross,  the 
contractor,  or  that  the  settlement  with  and  payment  to 
Gross  were  made  coUusivelj^  or  with  intent  to  defeat  the 
plaintiiFs  claim  for  a  lien.  The  objection  of  want  of  timely 
notice  of  the  plaintiff's  claim  is  decisive  of  his  right  to  re- 
cover. 

The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  must  be  reversed,  and 
the  cause  remanded  with  directions  to  dismiss  the  plaintiflfs 
complaint. 

By  the  Court, —  Ordered  accordingly. 


Beetle  and  others,  Appellants,  vs.  Anderson,  Eespondent. 

November  18  —  December  10, 1897. 

Sale  of  cTiatieU:  Caveat  emptor:  Fraud:  Instructiona  to  jury:  Agency: 
Damages:  Parties, 

1.  The  rule  of  caveat  emptor  has  no  application  where  a  purchase  is 

induced  hj  fraudulent  representations  on  the  part  of  the  seller. 

2.  An  error  in  instructing  the  jury,  in  a  case  where  a  purchase  was 

induced  hy  fraudulent  representations,  that  the  rule  of  caveat 
emptor  applies,  is  not  cured  by  a  further  instruction  that  a  pur- 
chaser has  a  right  to  rely  upon  representations  made  by  the  seller 
as  to  matters  within  the  knowledge  of  the  seller  but  not  known  to 
the  purchaser. 
SL  In  a  case  where  an  agent,  acting  for  the  purchasers,  received  rep- 
resentations from  the  seller  as  to  the  value  of  the  property  in- 
cluded in  the  mortgage  proposed  to  be  purchased  by  him,  and  the 
financial  standing  of  the  indorsers  of  the  notes  secured  thereby, 
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which  were  false,  and  which  being  reported  bj  him  to  the  plaintiffs 
induced  them  to  purchase  such  mortgage,  an  instruction  that  if 
such  agent  was  not  appointed  the  agent  of  the  defendant  his  rep- 
resentations to  the  plaintiffs  would  not  bind  him,  and,  if  he  was 
such  agent,  the  defendant  would  not  be  bound  thereby  unless  the 
agent  made  them  with  knowledge  that  they  were  false,  or  made 
them  with  defendant's  knowledge  and  the  defendant  knew  them 
to  be  false  or  had  no  reason  to  believe  them  to  be  true,  is  erroneous, 
because  the  seller  is  responsible  in  such  a  case  for  the  representa- 
tions made  by  him  to  the  plaintiffs'  agent,  even  though  the  latter 
may,  for  some  purposes,  represent  the  seller  also. 

4.  The  measure  of  damages  recoverable  by  one  who  was  induced  to 
purchase  a  mortgage  by  fraudulent  representations  as  to  the  value 
of  the  mortgaged  property  and  the  responsibility  of  the  indorsers 
of  the  notes  secured  thereby,  is  a  sum  equal  to  that  portion  of  the 
mortgage  debt  which  the  securities,  when  properly  applied,  will 
fail  to  pay,  when,  if  they  had  been  as  represented,  they  would 
have  been  adequate  to  pay  the  whole  debt. 

6.  Where  several  persons,  induced  by  false  representations,  purchased 
a  mortgage,  each  contributing  one  fourth  of  the  money,  held,  that 
their  interests  in  the  securities  were  joint,  and  they  might  properly 
sue  jointly  for  the  fraud. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  La  Orosse 
county:  O.  B.  Wyman,  Circuit  Judge.     lieversed. 

This  is  an  action  to  recover  damages  for  fraud  in  the  sale 
of  an  interest  in  a  mortgage  on  lands  and  personal  securities. 
The  defendant  sold  to  the  plaintiffs  an  undivided  one-half 
interest  in  certain  promissory  notes  which  were  secured  by 
mortgages  on  land  and  on  chattels,  and  by  the  pledge  of 
oertain  stock  in  a  corporation  for  manufacturing  lumber. 
The  notes  were  of  the  amount  of  $20,619.20.  The  trans- 
action was  negotiated  by  a  broker,  one  Charles  Wattley,  who 
fieems  to  have  been  employed  by  the  plaintiffs  to  find  op- 
portunities for  safe  investments.  It  is  claimed  that  the 
defendant  falsely  represented  to  this  agent  of  the  plaintiffs 
that  the  real-estate  mortgage  which  secured  these  notes  was 
■a  purchase-money  mortgage;  that  the  lands  described  in  it 
had  been  bought  by  the  mortgagor  from  the  Wisconsin  Lum- 
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ber  &  Manufacturing  Company,  of  La  Crosse,  for  $20,619.20, 
which  was  the  true  and  actual  consideration  for  which  the 
land  had  been  sold  to  the  mortgagor,  and  that  the  lands 
were  of  that  value;  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  lands 
had  been  sold  to  the  mortgagor  for  $13,750,  as  the  defend- 
ant well  knew.  The  notes  bore  the  indorsement  of  the  Wis- 
consin Lumber  &  Manufacturing  Company,  of  La  Crosse. 
It  is  alleged  that  the  defendant  represented  to  the  said  agent, 
and  so  to  the  plaintiffs,  that  that  corporation  had  a  paid-up 
capital  of  $100,000,  and  a  surplus  of  at  least  $10,000,  and 
was  in  a  prosperous  condition,  and  solvent;  that  it  had  re- 
cently declared  and  paid  a  cash  dividend  of  seven  per  cent., 
and  had  sufficient  surplus  and  net  earnings  to  pay  a  dividend 
each  year;  that  its  stock  was  at  a  premium;  that  so  it  was 
a  responsible  indorser  of  the  notes.  The  notes  were  also 
secured  by  chattel  mortgage  and  by  pledge  of  stock  of  the 
corporation  to  the  amount  of  $10,000,  which  was  represented 
to  be  worth  above  par;  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the 
corporation  had  not  paid  a  cash  dividend,  and  was  not  in  a 
prosperous  condition,  but  was  practically  insolvent,  and  its 
stock  was  not  worth  par,  and  it  was  not  a  responsible  in- 
dorser, nor  the  pledged  stock  of  any  value  as  security,  and 
the  securities  were  inadequate;  all  of  which  the  defendant 
well  knew,  or  should  have  known.  The  defendant  denied 
the  making  of  the  alleged  representations,  and  that  denial 
formed  the  principal  issue  tried.  The  verdict  was  for  the 
defendant.  From  judgment  on  that  verdict  the  plaintiffs 
appeal. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Fruit  ds  Brindleyy 
and  oral  argument  by  J.  J.  Fruit. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Highee  <&  Bunge^ 
and  oral  argument  by  E,  0.  Rigbee.  They  contended,  inter 
alia^  that,  this  being  an  action  ex  delicto^  the  plaintiffs  could 
not  recover  without  showing  that  the  defendant  knew  of  the 
falsity  of  the  representations  made  on  his  part.    Sweeny  v. 
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VromaTi,  60  Wis.  278;  Pierce  v.  Carey,  37  id.  232;  Bamdt 
u  Frederick,  78  id.  1;  Rood  v.  Taft,  94  id.  380;  Kelly  v,  Troy 
F.  Ins.  Co,  3  id.  259;  Ring  v.  Ogden,  45  id.  305;  Union  P. 
R.  Co,  V.  Barnes,  64  Fed.  Kep.  80;  Lamherton  v.  Dunham j 
165  Pa.  St.  129;  Sylvester  v.  Ilenrich,  93  Iowa,  489;  Kountze 
V,  Kennedy,  29  L.  R.  A.  360.  If  an  a^ent  makes  a  misrep- 
resentation on  his  own  responsibility,  believing  it  to  be  true, 
and  the  principal  has  not  directed  him  to  make  it,  and  has 
no  knowledge  that  he  has  made  it,  the  representation  will 
not  amount  to  fraud  on  the  part  of  either  principal  or  agent. 
Coddingion  v.  Goddard,  16  Gray,  436;  Smith  v,  Tracy,  36 
N.  Y.  79;  Cornfoot  v.  Fowke,  6  Mees.  &  W.  358,  368. 

Newman,  J.  The  principal  errors  claimed  are  in  the  in- 
structions of  the  court. 

The  court  instructed  the  jury,  at  the  defendant's  request, 
that "  it  was  the  duty  of  the  plaintiffs  to  make  investigation 
for  themselves  as  to  the  nature,  quality,  and  value  of  the 
securities  offered  and  purchased  by  them;  and  the  maxim, 
Met  the  purchaser  beware,'  is  applicable  to  the  sales  of  all 
species  of  personal  property."  The  issue  in  the  case  was 
whether  the  sale  had  been  induced  by  fraudulent  representa- 
tions of  the  seller.  The  rule  caveat  emptor  has  no  application 
to  cases  of  fraud.  Story,  Sales  (4th  ed.),  §  378.  While  it 
is  always  wise  for  the  purchaser  to  be  on  the  alert  against 
deception,  the  law  still  permits  him  to  confide  in  the  state- 
ments of  the  seller;  and  it  makes  no  difference  in  the  rule 
if  the  purchaser  makes  some  investigation  for  himself,  where 
the  truth  or  falsity,  of  the  representations  are  not  readily 
discoverable  by  him.  Porter  v,  Beattie,  88  Wis.  22.  So 
this  instruction  was  error.  But  the  defendant  claims  that 
the  error  was  cured,  and  its  bane  neutralized,  by  an  instruc- 
tion which  the  court  gave  later  of  its  own  motion.  The  court 
said:  "When  a  person  makes  representations  of  material 
matters  affecting  the  kind,  quality,  or  value  of  property,. 
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for  the  purpose  of  inducing  parties  to  purchase  the  same, 
which  are  within  the  knowledge  of  the  seller  and  are  not 
known  to  the  purchaser,  the  purchac^r  has  the  right  to  rely 
on  such  representations."  This  really  seems  to  be  unexcep- 
tionable. But  it  cannot  be  a  complete  antidote  for  the 
former  error,  for,  when  combined,  the  compound  is  scarcely, 
if  any,  less  baneful  than  the  single  unmixed  element  of  error. 
Combined,  the  instructions  are  to  the  effect  that,  although 
the  plaintiffs  had  the  right  to  rely  on  the  representations 
made  by  the  defendant,  yet,  if  they  did  so,  it  was  at  their 
own  risk,  for  the  rule  of  caveat  emptor  applied,  and  it  was 
their  business  to  investigate  for  themselves.  That  certainly 
is  not  the  law  as  applied  to  the  issue  and  facts  of  the  case, 
and  must  necessarily  mislead  the  jury. 

The  court  also  instructed  the  jury,  at  the  defendant's  re- 
quest :  "  If  Charles  Wattley  was  not  Jlppointed  and  made 
.  the  agent  of  the  defendant,  then  his  representations  to  the 
plaintiffs  could  not  bind  the  defendant.  If  he,  in  fact,  was 
made  and  appointed  the  agent  of  the  defendant,  then  his 
representations  to  the  plaintiffs  would  not  render  the  de- 
fendant liable,  unless  such  representations  were  made  by 
the  said  Wattley  knowing  them  to  be  false,  or  were  made 
by  him  with  the  knowledge  of  the  defendant,  and  the  de- 
fendant knew  them  to  be  false  or  had  no  good  reason  to 
believe  them  to  be  true."  This  instruction  seems  to  be 
based  upon  an  entire  misconception  or  perversion  of  the 
proper  effect  of  the  evidence  bearing  upon  the  relation  which 
the  parties  to  the  transaction  bore  to  each  other  and  to  the 
transaction  itself.  Wattley,  clearly,  was  the  agent  of  the 
plaintiffs.  He  negotiated  the  transaction  for  them.  They 
acted  only  through  him.  Representations  made  to  him  were, 
in  legal  contemplation,  made  to  them.  Although  he  may 
also,  for  some  purposes  incident  to  the  negotiations,  have 
represented  the  defendant,  as  a  mere  broker  often  repre- 
sents both  parties,  that  does  not  disturb  the  rule.     The  de- 
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fendant  is  responsible  for  sach  representations  as  he  make^ 
to  the  plaintiffs'  agent,  and  upon  which  the  agent  or  plaint- 
iflFs  act  in  making  the  purchase,  whether  the  representations 
are  communicated  to  his  principals,  by  the  agent,  or  not. 
And  it  makes  no  difference  whether  the  misrepresentations 
are  wilful.  The  seller  is  bound  to  know  that  the  represen- 
tations which  he  makes  to  induce  the  sale  of  his  property 
are  true.  Miner  v,  Medbuvy^  6  Wis.  295;  Cotzhau^en  v. 
Si7non,  47  Wis.  103;  Montreal  River  L.  Co.  v.  Mihills,  80 
Wis.  540;  Ountlier  v.  Ullrich,  82  Wis.  222.  The  fact  that 
Wattley  was  the  agent  of  the  plaintiffs  also,  seenis  to  have 
been  completely  obscured  and  lost  in  the  verbiage  of  the  in- 
struction. 

The  plaintiffs  complain  that  the  court  failed  to  give  the 
correct  rule  of  damages.  The  rule  given  was  the  difference 
between  the  actual  value  of  the  securities  and  their  value  as 
represented.  No  doubt  the  proper  rule  for  this  case  is  com- 
prehended in  this  general  statement.  But  perhaps  more 
•definite  and  specific  instructions  were  desirable  in  this  case. 
As  applied  to  this  case,  the  rule  would  mean  a  sum  equal  to 
that  portion  of  the  mortgage  debt  which  the  securities,  when 
properly  applied  thereto,  will  fail  to  pay,  on  the  hypothesis 
that,  if  they  had  been  as  represented,  they  were  adequate  to 
pay  the  whole  debt.  If  the  securities  had  been  already  fore- 
closed and  applied,  evidence  of  that  fact  would  be  pertinent 
and  cogent  to  establish  the  actual  amount  of  damage.  Foster 
V.  Taggart,  54  Wis.  391. 

The  defendant  alleged  in  his  answer,  and  claims  on  the 
proofs,  that  there  is  a  misjoinder  of  plaintiffs  and  of  causes 
of  action.  The  point  is  this:  The  evidence  tends  to  show 
that  the  plaintiffs  furnished  the  money  which  was  invested 
in  these  securities  by  each  contributing  equally  one  fourth. 
They  proposed,  at  one  time,  to  have  a  one-fourth  interest 
assigned  to  each  separately.  In  fact,  the  assignment  was 
made  to  them  sAljointlt/,   So  their  interests  in  the  securities 
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are  joint,  and  not  several.  The  proportionate  interest  of  each 
in  the  securities  is  not  significant.  Their  interest  in  what- 
ever affects  the  value  of  the  securities  is  joint,  and  not  sev- 
eral.    The  action  was  well  brought  by  them  jointly. 

For  the  errors  in  the  instructions,  the  judgment  must  be 
reversed. 

By  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  trial. 


Hege  and  wife.  Respondents,  vs.  Thorsgaaed,  Appellant. 

November  18  ^December  10, 1897, 

Specific  performance:  Vendor  and  purchaser:  Contracts:  Evidence: 
Harmless  error, 

1.  Under  a  verbal  coDtract  by  which  defendant  agreed  to  buy  a  cer- 
tain eighty-acre  tract  of  land  and  sell  it  to  the  plaintiff  on  the 
same  terms  as  he  purchased  it,  and  to  execute  to  her  a  land  con- 
tract therefor,  and  to  apply  on  the  price  tliereof  the  amount  he 
might  receive  for  a  forty-acre  tract  which  the  plaintiff  deeded  to 
him,  less  certain  indebtedness  of  plaintiff  to  him,  possession  of  the 
eighty-acre  tract  was  delivered  to  the  plaintiff  pursuant  to  the 
contract,  but  the  defendant  afterwards  sold  the  forty-acre  tract 
for  $1,100  and  refused  to  account  therefor,  and  also  leased  the 
eighty-acre  tract  to  the  plaintiff's  husband  without  her  knowledge, 
and  refused  to  make  to  her  the  land  contract  as  agreed.  Held, 
that  the  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  an  accounting  and  to  specific 
performance  of  the  contract 

2L  In  such  action,  where  it  appeared  that  the  defendant  had  in  fact 
executed  a  long  lease  of  the  forty-acre  tract,  giving  the  lessee  an 
option  to  purchase,  and  that  he  admitted  that  he  was  chargeable 
with  $1,100,  an  error  in  finding  that  he  had  sold  the  land  for  $1,100 
is  held  to  be  harmless. 

3.  Evidence  in  such  action  that  the  entire  consideration  for  the  pur- 
chase of  the  eighty-acre  tract  was  to  be  paid  from  the  proceeds  of 
the  plaintiff  wife's  separate  estate,  and  her  positive  testimony 
that  the  contract  was  to  be  made  to  her,  is  held  to  justify  a  finding 
that  the  contract  was  to  be  made  to  her,  and  not  to  her  husband^ 
though  she  sometimes  used  the  term  "  we  "  in  testifying  of  it. 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Vernon 
county:  O.  B.  Wyman,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirtyied. 

Action  to  set  aside  a  written  lease  of  lands  containing  an 
option  to  purchase,  and  for  a  specific  performance  of  a  ver- 
bal contract  for  the  purchase  of  real  estate.  The  complaint 
contained  allegations  sufficient  to  admit  evidence  appropri- 
ate to  establish  the  facts  found  by  the  trial  court,  and  which 
were  found  upon  the  evidence.  Such  facts  are  substantially 
as  follows : 

(1)  Plaintiff  Dorothea  P,  Hege^  wife  of  plaintiff  Amund  P. 
Hege^  was  the  owner  of  forty  acres  of  land. 

(2)  Dorothea  P.  and  defendant  entered  into  an  agreement 
to  the  effect  that  the  latter  should  purchase  of  one  Hans 
Thorsen  an  eighty -acre  tract  of  land  owned  by  him,  and  sell 
the- same  to  the  former  at  cost;  that  defendant  should  take 
a  deed  from  Dorothea  P,  of  her  forty  acres  of  land  and  hold 
the  same  as  securitj'^  for  $400  of  the  down  payment  on  the 
land,  to  Thorsen,  and  such  other  indebtedness  of  plaintiffs  to 
defendant  as  then  existed;  and  that  when  he  should  sell  the 
forty,  the  amount  received  therefor,  after  deducting  said  $400 
of  down  payment  and  such  indebtedness,  should  be  applied 
on  the  balance  of  the  purchase  money  of  the  Thorsen  land^ 
and  that  plaintiff  should  have  six  years,  or  any  time  before 
the  expiration  of  that  period,  to  pay  the  balance  of  such  pur- 
chase money,  with  the  right  in  the  meantime  to  pay  in  ^ums 
of  not  less  than  $100,  all  deferred  payments  to  draw  interest 
at  the  rate  of  six  percent,  per  annum;  that  plaintiffs  should 
pay  all  taxes,  and  that  defendant  should  execute  a  land  con- 
tract in  writing,  to  said  Dorothea  P,  in  accordance  with  such 
agreement,  and  put  the  plaintiffs  in  possession  of  the  farm. 

(3)  Pursuant  to  such  agreement,  defendant  purchased  of 
Thorsen  the  eighty  acres  of  land,  paying  down  thereon  $500, 
$400  of  which  he  furnished,  and  $100  plaintiffs  furnished, 
and  gave  his  notes  for  the  balance  of  the  purchase  money 
with  a  mortgage  back  on  the  land  to  secure  the  payment 
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thereof.  Plaintiflf  Dorothea^  also  pursuant  to  the  agreement 
*\vith  the  defendant,  deeded  to  the  latter  her  forty  acres  of 
iandj  and  thereupon  possession  of  the  Thorsen  tract  was  de- 
livered to  plain tiflfs  by  the  defendant,  and  they  have  ever 
since  remained  in  such  possession. 

(4)  The  defendant  thereafter  neglected  and  refused  to 
execute  the  land  contract  as  agreed  upon,  but,  without  the 
knowledge  of  plaintiff  Dorothea^  and  without  her  consent, 
•executed  and  delivered  to  her  husband,  Amund  P.,  a  lease 
of  the  land  for  the  term  of  six  years,  reserving  annual  rent 
equivalent  to  the  interest  agreed  upon,  with  the  option  to 
Amund  P.  io  purchase  the  land  at  the  expiration  of  the 
term,  on  payment  of  §1,900. 

(5)  The  defendant,  before  the  commencement  of  the  ac- 
tion, sold  the  forty-acre  tract  for  $1,100,  but  refused  to 
account  therefor  as  agreed  upon,  arid  insisted  upon  deducting 
therefrom  money  advanced  to  Amund  P,  after  the  making 
■of  the  agreement  aforesaid  and  without  the  knowledge  of 
said  Dorothea  P. 

(C)  The  whole  amount  defendant  is  entitled  to  deduct  from 
the  $1,100  received  for  the  forty  acres  of  land,  under  the 
agreement  made  when  such  forty  was  conveyed  to  him,  is 
$060,  leaving  a  balance  of  $440  which  should  be  applied 
upon  the  $1,900  back  on  the  Thorsen  land,  which  sum  is  due 
to  the  defendant  before  six  years  from  the  1st  day  of  March, 
1895,  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  six  per  cent,  per  annum, 
payable  annually  after  March  1,  1896,  interest  having  been 
paid  up  to  that  time;  and  said  i?c>r(?^Am P.  is  entitled  to  pay 
the  purchase  money  at  any  time,  or  any  part  thereof  not  less 
than  $100  at  a  time. 

As  a  conclusion  of  law  from  the  facts  found,  the  court  de- 
termined that  Dorothea  P.  was  entitled  to  judgment  reform- 
ing and  changing  the  lease  made  to  Amund  P,  so  that  it 
would  be  a  land  contract  in  the  usual  form,  running  to  her, 
and  in  accordance  with  the  agreement  made  as  set  forth  in 
the  findings  of  fact. 
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Numerous  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  findings  of  fact 
and  conclusions  of  law,  to  preserve  for  review  the  questions 
discussed  in  the  opinion.  Judgment  was  entered  pursuant 
to  the  foregoing,  from  which  this  appeal  was  taken. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief 
of  Smith  (&  Crriffin^  and  for  the  respondents  on  a  brief  signed 
by  0.  B.  Thomas. 

Marshall,  J.  At  the  commencement  of  the  trial  there 
was  an  objection  to  any  evidence  under  the  complaint,  upon 
the  ground  that  it  fails  to  state  facts  sufficient  to  constitute 
a  cause  of  action.  The  complaint  is  quite  lengthy,  but  in 
substance,  by  proper  allegations,  it  sets  forth  the  making  of 
a  contract  between  defendant  and  plaintiffs,  by  which  the 
former  agreed  to  sell  to  the  latter  a  particular  eighty-acre 
tract  of  land  for  $2,400  on  the  terms  he  purchased  it  of  one 
Thorsen,  and  apply  on  the  purchase  money  the  amount  he 
might  receive  for  forty  acres  of  land  deeded  to  him  by 
plaintiff  DorotJiea^  after  deducting  from  such  proceeds  cer- 
tain indebtedness,  then  existing,  of  plaintiffs  to  defendant; 
that  pursuant  to  such  contract  possession  of  the  eighty-acre 
tract  of  land  was  delivered  to  plaintiffs  by  defendant,  and 
that  thereafter  defendant  sold  the  forty  for  $1,100  and  re- 
fused to  account  therefor  according  to  the  agreement;  and 
that  without  the  knowledge  of  Dorothea^  he  made  a  lease  of 
the  eighty  to  Amund^  and  refused  to  make  a  land  contract 
to  her  as  agreed  upon.  Such  allegations  were  sufficient  to 
make  a  good  cause  of  action  in  plaintiffs'  favor,  for  an  ac- 
counting and  for  specific  performance,  so  the  demurrer  was 
properly  overruled. 

At  the  close  of  plaintiffs'  evidence  there  was  a  motion  for 
a  nonsuit  made  and  overruled.  Error  is  assigned  on  that 
ruling  and  on  the  exceptions  to  the  findings  of  fact  because 
not  sustained  by  the  evidence.  All  of  these  rulings  may  be 
properly  considered  together.  If,  on  the  evidence,  we  can- 
not disturb  such  findings,  we  must  hold  the  motion  for  a 
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nonsuit  to  have  been  properly  overruled,  for  such  findings 
are  suflBdient  to  sustain  the  judgment  appealed  from.  We  are 
not  prepared  to  approve  the  judgment  in  form,  but  wherein 
it  departs  in  that  regard  from  what  would  be  strictly  proper, 
in  view  of  the  facts  found,  defendant  is  in  no  way  prejudiced ; 
therefore  such  departure  is  not  revei*sible  error.  The  effect 
of  the  judgment  is  to  wipe  out  the  lease  made  to  Amund  P. 
entirely,  and  to  require  the  defendant,  after  applying  the 
money  received  from  the  forty,  in  accordance  with  the  find- 
ings, to  make  a  land  contract  to  the  Y^ldimxiVt  Dorothea  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  verbal  contract  as  established  by  such 
findings.  A  careful  consideration  of  the  evidence  leads  to 
the  conclusion  that  while  it  is  not  very  clear  and  satisfac- 
tory, viewing  it  without  the  aids  that  a  trial  judge  is  always 
presumed  to  have  to  enable  him  to  discover  the  truth,  we  are 
unable  to  say  that  any  of  the  material  findings  are  against 
the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evidence.  Therefore  they 
must  stand  as  verities  in  the  case.  There  is  considerable 
evidence  in  the  record,  which,  if  believed,  sustains  all  of  such 
material  findings.  On  the  subject  of  who  was  the  contract- 
ing party  with  the  defendant,  plaintiff  Dorothea^  while  using 
the  pronoun  "we,"  referring  to  herself  and  husband,  at 
times,  testified  positively  that  the  land  contract  was  to  be 
made  to  her,  and  there  is  no  controversy  but  that  the  en- 
tire consideration  that  was  paid  consisted  of  the  proceeds 
of  her  individual  property.  No  doubt  the  latter  circum- 
stance was  quite  persuasive  with  the  trial  court  as  to  what 
the  fact  was,  respecting  whether  the  contract  was  with 
Dorothea  P.  or  her  husband.  There  was  no  serious  contro- 
versy as  to  the  essential  terms  of  the  contract  upon  which 
the  defendant  sold  the  land.  The  dispute  was  in  respect  to 
whether  the  agreement  to  sell  was  with  Dorothea  or  her 
husband,  and  whether  a  land  contract  was  to  be  given,  or 
the  lease  with  an  option  to  purchase,  which  in  effect  was  to 
accomplish  all  the  purposes  of  a  land  contract,  and  as  to 
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whether  defendant  was  entitled  to  deduct  from  the  proceeds 
of  the  forty  acres  of  land  any  further  sum  than  was  allowed 
by  the  court.  These  disputed  questions  are  all  found  in 
plaintiffs'  favor  on  the  evidence. 

Defendant  acknowledged  that  he  had  treated  the  forty  as 
his  own  by  giving  a  long  lease,  with  an  option  to  purchase, 
and  that  in  a  pretended  settlement  with  the  plaintiff  Amund 
he  admitted  that  he  was  chargeable  with  $1,100  therefor. 
So,  if  the  finding  that  defendant  sold  the  land  for  $1,100  is 
not  strictly  accurate,  defendant  is  not  prejudiced  thereby. 
His  conduct  with  reference  to  the  land  was  such  as  to  war- 
rant the  court  in  holding  him  liable,  the  same  as  if  an  actual 
sale  of  the  land  had  been  made.  After  having  made  a  long 
lease  of  the  forty  without  consent  of  pI'dintiS  Dorotheaj  with 
an  option  to  the  lessee  to  purchase  it,  and  claiming  to  be 
the  owner  thereof,  and  acknowledging  liability  therefor  for 
the  sum  of  $1,100,  he  cannot  complain  that  the  court  charged 
him  accordingly. 

Bij  the  Court — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


The  State  ex  rel.  Embekson,  Appellant,  vs.  Byrnb,  Re- 
spondent. 

November  IS  —  December  10, 1897, 

Municipal  corporations:  Powers  of  acting  mayor:  When  term  of  office 
commences:  Custom. 

1.  Under  sec.  3,  subch.  Ill,  of  the  charter  of  the  city  of  La  Crosse  (ch. 

162,  Laws  of  1887),  and  sec.  4,  subch.  II,  of  the  same  act,  the  mayor 
of  the  city  can  perform  no  official  duty  while  absent  from  the 
city.  Consequently  the  appointment  of  a  board  of  police  and  fire 
commissioners  by  virtue  of  ch.  247,  Laws  of  1897,  is  void,  if  made 
by  him  while  so  absent. 

2.  The  president  of  the  common  council  being  authorized  to  execute 

all  the  powers  and  perform  all  the  duties  of  the  mayor  during 
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that  oflSciars  absence  from  the  city,  the  appointment  by  him  of  a 
board  of  police  and  fire  commissioners,  when  acting  mayor  in  such 
a  case,  was  legal  and  valid. 
S,  It  being  the  uniform  custom  in  this  state  for  old  officers  to  go  out 
of,  and  newly  electee)  officers  to  come  into,  office  at  noon  of  the 
day  appointed  by  law  for  the  term  to  commence,  held,  that  such, 
custom  contravenes  no  statute  and  has  the  force  of  law. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  La  Crosse 
county:  O.  B.  Wyman,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed^ 

The  case  is  stated  in  the  opinion. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  A.  K  BleeTcman 
and  Bay  S.  Beidy  and  oral  argument  hy  A,  E.  Bleehman 
and  F.  U.  Bloomingdale,  They  argued,  among  other  things, 
that  the  mayor  is,  by  the  charter  of  La  Crosse,  the  head  of 
the  police  and  the  chief  executive  officer.  Under  ch.  2rt7, 
Laws  of  1897,  in  a  city  of  this  cl^ss,  the  mayor  has  the  sole 
power  to  appoint  the  board  of  police  and  fire  commissioners. 
An  appointment  by  the  mayor  in  office  when  that  act  took 
effect  must  be  presumed  to  be  regular  and  legal  and  not  in 
excess  of  his  authority.  Tiedeman,  Mun.  Corp.  §  77;  Peo- 
ple ex  rel.  Atty.  Gen,  v,  Clingan^  5  Cal.  389;  State  ex  rel. 
Beeves  v.  Ferguson^  31  N.  J.  Law,  107,  119;  Throop,  Pub. 
Off.  558;  Mandeville  v.  Beynolds,  ^%  N.  Y.  528,  535.  The 
question  how  the  mayor  exercised  his  discretion  in  making 
this  appointment  cannot  be  raised  in  the  court.  Marhury 
V.  Madison^  1  Cranch,  137,  170^  171;  Oswego  Falls  Bridge 
Co.  V.  Fish^  1  Barb.  Ch.  547;  State  ex  rel.  Kennedy  v.  Mo- 
Garry,  21  Wis.  496,  497.  The  acts  of  officers  de  facto,  while 
in  office,  are  valid  as  to  the  public  and  third  persons,  and 
cannot  be  inquired  into  collaterally.  State  ex  rel,  Knowlton 
V.  Williams,  5  Wis.  308,  313;  Zask  v.  TJ.  S,  1  Pin.  77,  80 
Tolle  V.  Stone,  id.  230,  232,  233;  In  re  Boyle,  9  Wis.  264 
Dean  v.  Gleason,  16  id.  1,  18;  State  v.  Bloom,  17  id.  521 
Staie  ex  rel.  Wood  v.  Goldstucker,  40  id.  124,  129;  Chicago 
<&  N.  W.  B.  Co.  V.  Langlade  Co.  56  id.  614,  625,  629;  Cole  v. 
VOL.W  — 3 
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Black  River  FaUa,  57  id.  110;  In  re  Radl,  86  id.  645;  Bed- 
ford  V.  Bice,  58  N.  II.  446 ;  People  ex  rel.  Bush  v.  Collins, 
7  Johns.  549;  People  v.  White,  24  Wend.  520,  525;  Cocke  v. 
Halsey,  16  Pet.  71,  85;  Bucknam  v.  Buggies,  15  Mass.  180. 
Appointments  by  de  facto  ofBcers  are  held  good.  State  ex  reL 
Whitheck  v.  Ailing,  12  Ohio,  16;  State  ex  rel,  Newman  v. 
Jacobs,  17  id.  143;  People  ex  rel.  Norfleet  v.  Staton,  73  N.  0. 
646;  MaUett  v.  Uncle  Sam  C.  (&  S  M.  Co.  1  Nev.  188;  Peo- 
ple ex  rel.^IIodgkinson  v.  Stevens,  5  Hill,  616,  630;  In  re 
Bv/rke,  76  Wis.  357.  The  powers  of  the  president  of  the 
council  under  the  charter  are  merely  those  of  a  temporary, 
emergency  officer,  to  do  in  place  of  the  mayor  things  to  be 
done  at  a  particular  time  when  the  mayor  is  unable  to  do 
them.  Only  such  an  absence  from  the  city  as  will  render 
the  mayor  unable  to  perform  his  duties  is  intended  to  give 
the  president  power  to  act.  Mayor  of  Detroit  v.  Moran,  46 
Mich.  213;  People  ex  rel.  Wood  v.  Lacomhe,  99  N.  Y.  43. 
At  the  time  the  appointment  was  made  by  the  president,  he 
was  not  a  city  officer,  his  term  having  expired  at  midnight 
previous  thereto.  Custom  cannot  change  the  law  as  to  the 
time  of  taking  office.  Throop,  Pub.  Off.  sec.  322;  Vogel  v. 
State  tx  rel.  Laud,  8  N.  E.  Eep.  164;  State  v.  Mounts,  15  L. 
K.  A.  243,  248;  State  ex  rel.  Warden  v.  Knight,  82  Wis.  151, 
159. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Highee  c&  BungCy 
and  oral  argument  by  K  C.  Ilighee. 

Cassoday,  C.  J.  This  is  an  action  of  qu^  warranto,  brought 
by  the  relator,  to  oust  the  defendant  from  the  possession  of 
the  office  of  chief  of  police  in  La  Crosse,  on  the  ground  that 
the  relator  is  rightfully  entitled  to  the  office.  Issue  being 
joined  and  trial  had,  the  court  found  in  favor  of  the  defend- 
ant; and,  from  the  judgment  entered  thereon,  the  relator 
brings  this  appeal. 

It  appears  from  the  record,  and  is  found  by  the  court  or 
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admitted,  that  April  17,  1897,  D.  Frank  Powell  was  mayor 
of  La  Crosse,  having  been  elected  in  April,  1896,  and  contin- 
ued to  be  such  until  April  20,  1897,  when  his  term  of  office 
expired ;  that  J.  B.  Murray  was  an  alderman  and  president 
of  the  common  council,  having  been  elected  such  president 
October  11,  1896,  and  continued  to  be  such  until  April  20, 
1897,  when  his  term  of  office  expired ;  that  the  defendant, 
jETugh  If.  Byme^  was  chief  of  police  and  had  been  for  sev- 
eral years,  and  that  his  term  of  office  was  not  to  expire  until 
October,  1897;  that  ch.  247,  Laws  of  1897,  was  published  and 
went  into  effect  April  17,  1897;  that  in  and  by  that  act  it 
was,  in  effect,  provided  that  in  all  cities  of  the  second  and 
third  classes  there  shall  be  a  board  of  police  and  fire  com- 
missioners, consisting  of  four  citizens,  not  more  than  two 
of  whom  shall  belong  to  the  same  political  party  when  ap- 
pointed, to  be  appointed  by  the  mayor  before  the  first  Mon- 
day of  May,  1897;  that  thereafter  no  person  should  be 
appointed  to  any  position,  either  on  the  police  force  or  in 
the  fire  department  in  any  such  city,  except  with  the  ap- 
proval of  such  board ;  that,  as  soon  as  possible  after  the  first 
members  of  the  board  shall  enter  upon  their  office,  they  shall 
prepare  and  adopt  such  rules  and  regulations  to  govern  the 
selection  and  appointment  of  persons  to  be  thereafter  em- 
ployed in  either  the  police  or  fire  department  of  the  city  as, 
in  their  judgment,  should  be  adapted  to  secure  the  best  serv- 
ice for  the  public  in  each  department;  that  in  April,  1897, 
James  McCord  was  duly  elected  mayor  of  the  city,  and  quali- 
fied as  such,  and  at  noon  April  20, 1897,  entered  upon  and 
took  possession  of  his  office  as  such  maj^or;  that  April  11, 
1897,  said  Powell  departed  from  La  Crosse,  and  went  to  his 
office  in  St.  Paul,  Minnesota,  and  at  no  time  returned  to 
La  Crosse,  nor  to  this  state,  until  after  April  21,  1897,  and 
during  all  that  time  he  was  continuously  absent  from  the 
state  of  Wisconsin;  that  April  19, 1897,  Powell,  ^t  his  office 
in  St.  Paul,  made  an  appointment  in  writing,  appointing 
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George  E.  Powell,  William  K.  Finch,  David  H.  Palmer,  and 
P.  E.  Hickish  the  fire  and  police  commissioners  in  and  for 
the  city  pursuant  to  ch.  247;  that  April  20, 1897,  the  per- 
sons so  appointed  filed  their  oaths  of  oflBce,  and  thereafter 
assumed  to  act  as  such  commissioners;  that  April  20, 1897, 
at  10  o'clock  a.  m.  of  that  day,  said  James  B.  Murray,  as 
president  of  the  council  and  acting  mayor  of  the  city,  and 
while  presiding  over  the  last  ftieeting  of  the  old  council,  ap- 
pointed in  writing,  and  announced  to  the  council  then  in  ses- 
sion the  appointment  of,  Joseph  W.  Losey,  James  J.  Hogan, 
I.  H.  Moulton,  and  John  Dengler  as  police  and  fire  commis- 
sioners in  and  for  the  city,  pursuant  to  ch.  247,  and  then  and 
there  tiled  such  appointment  in  writing;  that  April  22, 1897, 
the  persons  so  appointed  by  Murray  duly  filed  their  oaths 
of  office,  as  required  by  the  charter;  that  April  27,  1897, 
McCord,  as  mayor,  appointed  four  other  persons  as  such  com- 
missioners; that  April  28,  1897,  the  persons  appointed  by 
McCord  duly  filed  their  oaths  of  office;  that  each  of  the 
three  boards  so  appointed  had  duly  adopted  rules  and  regu- 
lations as  required  by  ch.  247;  that  May  3, 1897,  the  board 
appointed  by  Murray  organized  as  such  board,  and  there- 
after and  ever  .since  have  assumed  to  act  and  be  such  board; 
that  May  3,  1897,  the  persons  so  appointed  by  McCord  or- 
ganized as  a  board,  and  ever  since  have  assumed  to  act  as 
such;  that  May  25,  1897,  the  persons  so  appointed  by  Pow- 
ell appointed  the  relator  as  chief  of  police  in  and  for  the 
city;  that  May  26,  1897,  the  relator  filed  his  oath  of  office, 
and  gave  the  requisite  bond,  and  demanded  the  possession 
of  the  office  from  the  defendant,  who  refused  to  deliver  such 
possession  to  the  relator;  that  June  14,  1897,  the  board  so 
appointed  by  Murray  filed  a  written  appointment  of  the  de- 
fendant as  chief  of  police  of  the  city;  that  the  defendant 
thereupon  filed  his  oath  of  office  as  chief  of  police  of  the 
city,  and  duly  made,  e^cecuted,  and  filed  the  requisite  bond. 
The  charter  required  every  new  common  council,  at  their 
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first  meeting,  to  elect  one  of  their  number  president,  and 
further  provided,  in  eflfect,  that,  in  the  absence  of  the  mayor, 
the  president  should  preside  over  the  meetings  of  the  com- 
mon eouncil,  and,  daring  the  absence  of  the  mayor  from  the 
city  or  his  inability  from  any  cause  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  his  ofSce,  the  president  should  execute  all  the  powers  and 
discharge  all  the  duties  of  the  mayor;  and  that  in  the  case 
of  any  vacancy  in  the  office  x>f  mayor,  if  no  new  election 
should  be  ordered,  the  duties  of  the  mayor  should  be  per- 
formed until  the  end  of  the  term,  as  therein  provided  in  case 
of  the  absence  of  the  mayor  or  his  inability  to  act.  Sec.  3, 
subch.  Ill,  ch.  162,  Laws  of  1887,  and  sec.  4,  subch.  II,  of  the 
same  act.  It  is  clearly  implied  from  such  language  that  the 
mayor  shall  perform  no  o^cial  duty  as  mayor  while  absent 
from  the  city;  certainly  not  while  absent  from  the  state. 
This  seems  to  be  abundantly  supported  by  authority.  Wil- 
cox  V,  Johnson^  34:  Kan.  655;  Atchison,  T,  cfe  8.  F,  R.  Co.  v. 
Rice^  36  Kan.  593;  Reamer  v.  Winter,  41  Kan.  297;  SJiare 
V,  Anderson,  7  Serg.  &  K.  43;  S.  C.  10  Am.  Dec.  421 ;  Rrown 
V.  MoCormtck,  28  Mich.  215;  People  v.  Rurt^  51  Mich.  199. 
The  mayor  was  absent  from  the  state  at  the  time  ch.  247 
went  into  effect,  and  continued  absent  until  after  his  term 
of  ofiice  had  expired.  This  being  so,  there  can  be  no  ques- 
tion but  that  Murray,  as  the  president  of  the  common  coun- 
cil and  acting  mayor,  had  authority  to  appoint  the  board  of 
commissioners  as  and  when  he  did.  O^Mally  v.  McGinn^ 
53  Wis.  353. 

The  term  of  office  of  the  new  mayor  (McCord)  and  the 
new  common  council  "commenced  on"  April  20, 1897.  Laws 
of  1887,  ch.  162,  subch.  II,  sec.  2.  The  terms  of  our  state  of- 
ficers commence  on  the  first  Monday  in  January  next  suc- 
ceeding their  election.  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats,  sec.  128.  Under 
that  statute  it  has  been  the  uniform  custom  for  the  old  offi- 
cers to  go  out,  and  the  new  officers  to  come  in,  at  noon  of 
that  day.    The  same  custom  prevails  under  similar  federal 
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statutes.  E.  S.  of  TJ.  S.  sec.  152.  Such  custom  contravenes 
no  statute,  and  has  the  force  of  law.  State  ex  rel,  Hudd  v. 
Timme,  54  Wis.  340;  Wright  v.  Forrestal,  65  Wis.  341.  It 
follows  that  McCord  and  the  new  common  council  did  not  go 
into  office  until  noon  of  April  20,  1897.  At  that  time  the 
board  of  commissioners  had  been  legally  appointed  by  Mur- 
ray, as  president  of  the  common  council  and  acting  mayor, 
in  the  absence  of  Mayor  Fowell  from  the  state.  It  follows 
that  the  attempt  to  appoint  such  board  of  commissioners  by 
Mayor  Fowell  while  in  Minnesota  was  a  nullity.  It  also 
follows  that,  prior  to  the  time  when  Mayor'McCord  and  the 
new  common  council  came  into  office,  the  board  had  been 
legally  appointed ;  and  hence  the  attempt  to  appoint  an- 
other board  by  McCord  was  ineffectual.  Manifestly,  the 
relator  is  not  entitled  to  the  office  of  chief  of  police  as  against 
the  defendant. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


School  District  No.  4  of  the  Town  of  Campbell,  Appel- 
lant, vs.  Baieb  and  another,  Kespondents. 

November  18  ^December  10, 1S97, 

Bchool  district  hoard:  Meetings:  Defective  call:  Void  contract:   Unau- 
thorized payment  by  treasurer. 

1.  A  special  meeting  of  a  school  district  board  attended  only  by  two 

of  the  members,  who  had  called  the  meeting  by  serving  on  the 
tliird  member  a  notice  wliich  failed  to  state  the  place  where  it  was 
to  be  held,  was  not  a  legal  meeting. 

2.  A  contract  with  a  teacher  attempted  to  be  authorized  at  such  meet- 

ing is  void,  especially  with  one  not  holding  a  certificate  authoriz- 
ing her  to  teach;  and  if  the  treasurer  pays  the  salary  of  such 
teacher  without  the  proper  order  of  the  clerk  therefor,  he  and  his 
surety  are  liable  on  his  bond. 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  La  Crosse 
county :  O.  B.  Wyman,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

This  is  an  action  brought  to  recover  $270.93,  on  the  bond 
of  the  defendant  Augvst  Baier  as  treasurer  of  the  plaintiff 
school  district,  the  defendant  Dawson  being  surety  upon  the 
said  bond. 

The  facts,  in  brief,  as  they  appeared  upon  the  trial,  are 
that  the  defendant  was  treasurer  of  the  plaintiff  district  for 
the  terra  of  three  years,  and  gave  the  bond  in  suit,  which 
was  signed  by  Dawson  as  surety,  and  was  conditioned  for 
the  faithful  discharge  of  the  duties  of  his  oBBce  as  treasurer, 
and  that  he  should  "  well  and  truly  pay  over  to  the  person 
or  persons  entitled  thereto,  upon  the  proper  order  therefor, 
all  sums  of  money  which  shall  come  into  his  hands  as  treas- 
urer of  said  district,  and  shall,  at  the  expiration  of  his  term 
of  office,  pay  over  to  his  successor  in  office  all  moneys  re- 
maining in  his  hands  as  such  treasurer."  During  the  year 
beginning  in  July,  1894,  he  received,  as  treasurer,  the  sum 
of  $351.92,  and  paid  out  the  sum  of  $270.93,  without  any 
order  from  the  clerk  or  director  for  such  payment.  In  de- 
fense of  such  payments,  it  was  shown  that  on  August  6, 1894, 
the  defendant  Baier^  as  treasurer,  and  one  Hermann,  who 
was  director  of  the  school,  served  upon  William  Peters,  the 
clerk  of  the  district,  the  following  notice: 

"  Mr.  Williams  Peters, 

"Dear  Sir:  The  school  board  will  meet  August  7th,  at 
seven  o'clock  p.  m.,  to  hire  and  make  a  contract  for  a  teacher. 

[Signed]     ''August  Baier. 

"Fred  Hermann." 

Peters  did  not  attend  this  meeting,  but  Baier  and  Her- 
mann met  and  attempted  to  make  a  contract  with  Mary 
Lamb  to  teach  the  school  for  seven  months.  There  is  no 
proof  which  shows  that  Mary  Lamb  had  a  certificate  to  teach 
at  the  time  of  the  contract,  but  she  procured  one  on  the  4th 
of  September  following.    She  commenced  to  teach  the  school 
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in  October,  and  did  actually  teach  the  sa^me  for  seven  months ; 
but  no  meeting  of  the  district  board  was  held  during  the 
year,  nor  were  any  orders  drawn  by  the  clerk  or  director 
during  the  year.  The  defendant  Baier^  however,  paid  the 
salary  of  the  teacher  for  seven  months,  at  $34  per  months 
and  also  paid  all  other  incidental  expenses  of  the  school  at 
that  time,  without  any  orders.  At  the  annual  school  dis- 
trict meeting  held  on  the  1st  of  July,  1895,  the  treasurer's 
report  was  rejected  and  disallowed,  for  the  reason  that  he 
presented  no  vouchers.  At  a  special  school  meeting  held 
on  the  31st  of  August,  1895,  it  appears  that  the  treasurer's 
report  was  read,  and  on  motion  adopted.^ 

Upon  these  facts,  both  parties  moved  that  the  court  direct 
a  verdict.  The  court  overruled  the  plaintiffs  motion,  and 
granted  the  defendants';  and  from  judgment  dismissing  the 
complaint  the  plaintiff  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Highee  &  Bunge^ 
and  oral  argument  by  E,  C.  Ilighee. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  C.  L.  Hood  and 
Wm.  S.  Burroughs^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Hood. 

WiNSLow,  J.  The  statutes  governing  the  duties  of  school 
district  officers  are  very  specific,  and  wisely  so.  The  dis- 
trict board  is  composed  of  the  director,  treasurer,  and  clerk. 
Meetings  of  the  board  may  be  called  by  any  two  members 
by  serving  on  the  other  member  a  written  notice  of  the  time 
and  place  of  the  meeting  twenty-four  hours  before  the  meet- 
ing. No  act  of  the  board  is  valid  unless  voted  at  a  meeting 
of  the  board.  E.  S.  sec.  432.  The  hoard  shall  contract  with 
duly  qualified  teachers.  No  contract  with  any  person  not 
holding  a  diploma  or  certificate  authorizing  him  to  teach 
shall  he  valid.  R.  S.  sec.  438.  The  duty  of  the  clerk,  among 
other  things,  is  to  draw  orders  on  the  treasurer  for  money 
in  payment  of  the  wages  of  duly  qualified  teachers  who  have 
been  employed  by  the  board,  and  have  taught  the  school  of 
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the  district;  also,  to  draw  orders  for  other  legally  author- 
ized expenses.  E.  S.  sec.  446.  The  duty  of  the  director,, 
among  other  things,  is  to  countersign  all  orders  legally 
drawn  by  the^clerk  upon  the  treasurer,  and  to  prosecute  the 
treasurer's  bond  in  case  of  breach.  E.  S.  sec.  442.  The 
duty  of  the  treasurer,  among  other  things,  is  to  receive  and 
hold  all  the  school  moneys  of  the  district,  and  to  "  pay  all 
money  received  by  him  on  the  or^er  of  the  derJc  counter- 
signed by  the  director,  and  not  otherwueP    E.  S.  sec.  444. 

In  the  present  case  the  meeting  of  August  7  was  not  le- 
gally called,  because  the  notice  did  not  fix  the  place  of  meet- 
ing. There  were  but  two  members  of  the  board  present,' 
and  the  other  member  of  the  board  had  not  been  notified  of 
the  meeting,  as  the  law  requires.  Hence  it  was  not  a  legal 
meeting,  and  the  contract  with  Miss  Lamb,  attempted  to  be 
authorized  at  the  supposed  meeting,  was  void.  Not  only 
was  the  contract  with  Miss  Lamb  void,  but  the  clerk  never 
issued  a  warrant  authorizing  the  treasurer  to  pay  her  any 
salary.  The  treasurer's  duty  is  fixed  by  the  statute.  lie  is 
to  pay  out  money  only  upon  the  order  of  the  clerk,  properly 
countersigned.  It  is  not  his  business  to  speculate  upon  and 
decide  what  claims  against  the  district  are  equitable  or  just. 
There  is  one  certain  guide  which  he  has  to  go  by,  and  which 
will  protect  him,  and  that  is  the  rule  of  the  statute.  He  is 
not  vested  with  any  discretion  as  to  the  payment  of  a  claim 
when  the  claimant  possesses  no  order  signed  by  the  clerk 
and  countersigned  by  the  director.  In  the  present  case,  not 
only  was  there  no  order,  but  there  was  no  valid  contract 
ever  made  with  the  teacher  which  would  justify  the  issuance 
of  an  order.  But  it  is  enough  that  there  was  no  order.  The 
result  may  be  hard  in  the  present  case,  but  the  rule  is  a 
salutary  one.  The  treasurer  must  account  for  the  moneys 
which  he  has  paid  out  without  warrant  of  law. 

By  the  Court. —  Judgment  reversed,  and  action  remanded 
for  a  new  trial. 
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~  November  18 — December  lOf  1897.    . 

Insurance:  Delivery  of  policy:  Parol  evidence. 

1.  An  insurance  agent,  on  handing  a  policy  to  the  broker  who  was 

acting  for  the  insured,  said  that  he  would  like  to  keep  it  a  few 
days  until  he  knew  whether  the  insurer  would  carry  the  risk,  and 
then  took  it  away  and  retained  it,  and  did  not  notify  the  broker 
of  the  insurer's  refusal  to  carry  the  risk.  Held,  that  there  was  no 
completed  contract  of  insurance,  because  the  policy  was  never  de- 
livered. 

2.  Parol  evidence  is  admissible  to  show  that  a  writing,  which  is  in 

form  a  complete  contract,  of  which  there  has  been  a  manual  tra- 
dition, was  not  to  and  did  not  become  a  binding  contract  until  the 
performance  or  occurrence  of  some  condition  precedent  resting  in 
parol 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  La  Crosse 
county:  O.  B.  Wyman,  Circuit  Judge.     Eeversed. 

This  action  was  brought  for  the  recovery  of  a  loss  sus- 
tained by  the  plaintiff  on  his  hotel  building  and  barn  at  Mid- 
way, Wisconsin,  under  a  policy  alleged  to  have  been  issued 
by  the  defendant  company  to  him,  set  out  in  the  complaint; 
and  the  question  vital  to  the  case  is  whether  the  alleged 
policy  ever  became  an  operative  and  binding  contract,  the 
defendant  denying  that  it  was  ever  in  force. 

Harrison  Griswold  testified  on  behalf  of  the  plaintiflF,  in 
substance,  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Haloway  & 
Griswold,  in  the  insurance  business,  about  three  years;  and 
that  the  firm  received  from  the  plaintiff  a  verbal  application 
about  September  26,  1895,  for  some  insurance;  and  that  he 
told  plaintiff  they  could  not  insure  the  property,  but  that  he 
thought  Magill  &  Burke  would  carry  it,  as  they  had  carried 
it  one  year  before.  lie  applied  for  $1,000  insurance,  and 
left  with  them  the  money  to  pay  for  it.    Before  October  1st, 
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w'itness  met  Mr.  Burke  on  the  sidewalk,  and  talked  about 
the  risk  in  questioii!  "  He  asked  me  if  they  wanted  it  re- 
newed, and  I  said, '  Yes.'  He  said  he  could  not  put  it  in  the 
same  company  that  he  had  carried  it  in  the  year  before,  but 
would  put  it  in  another  company.  I  said  that  would  be  all 
right.  The  next  time  I  saw  him,  he  brought  the  policy  over 
to  my  office,  and  laid  it  on  the  table.  I  took  down  the  num- 
ber, in  my  register,  of  the  policy,  and  then  he  said  he  would 
like  to  keep  it  a  few  days,  because  he  did  not  know  whether 
the  coinpany  would  carry  it  or  noty  as  other  companies  had 
refused  to  carry  country  property.  So  he  took  the  policy 
home  with  him,  but  was  to  let  me  know  whether  the  com- 
pany carried  it  or  not."  Witness  did  not  think  he  informed 
him  at  that  time  that  the  policy  had  been  paid  for.  They 
"  had  been  dealing  with  the  firm  of  Magill  &  Burke,  so  that 
charges  were  made  against  our  firm  for  policies  issued  at 
our  request."  They  had  carried  this  same  property  before. 
"I  didn't  hear  anything  about  that  policy  till  after  the  fire. 
I  then  went  over  to  Mr.  Burke's  office  to  see  about  the  pol- 
icy. I  was  informed  there  that  the  policy  had  been  can- 
celed. I  had  never  heard  anything  of  the  cancellation  of 
that  policy  prior  to  that  time.  The  premium  that  I  re- 
ceived from  the  plaintiff  was  in  my  possession  all  the  time. 
I  never  paid  it  to  Magill  &  Burke.  Met  Burke  on  the  street 
a  number  of  times  after  he  took  the  policy  away.  I  never 
asked  him  anything  about  it.  I  never  offered  to  pay  Magill 
&  Burke  any  premium  on  this  policy.  I  don't  think  they 
ever  presented  a  bill.  My  idea  was  that  he  had  sent  the 
policy  up  to  Mr.  Nutting.  He  didn't  deliver  the  policy  to 
me.  I  know  positively  that  that  policy  was  never  left  in 
my  office  for  any  length  of  time.  It  was  not  in  my  office 
from  the  1st  to  the  10th  of  October.  It  was  like  this:  He 
brought  the  policy  in  to  me.  I  took  the  number  down  as  I 
have  it  in  this  book,  and  he  said  he  would  like  to  keep  it 
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two,  three,  or  four  days,  to  see  whether  the  company  would 
carry  it  or  not.  If  they  didn't,  he  would  let  me  know.  That 
is  customary.  I  understood  he  would  bring  the  policy  back 
to  me." 

At  the  close  of  the  testimony  the  defendant  moved  for  a 
nonsuit  upon  the  ground  that  the  testimony  showed  that  the 
policy  was  never  delivered  to  take  effect.  This  motion  was 
denied. 

James  C.  Moody,  secretary  of  the  defendant  company^ 
testified  that  a  book  which  he  produced  showed  a  daily  re- 
port from  Magill  &  Burke  on  the  property  owned  by  Mr. 
Nutting,  The  entry  is  as  follows:  "The  number  is  54,557, 
void.  C.  W,  Nutting^  dwelling  and  barn,  Midway,  Wis.,  Oct. 
5,  1895,  one  year  1896,— $1,000.  I  cannot  state  from  that 
when  that  daily  report  was  received  at  our  office.  The  first 
record  was  placed  here  when  the  daily  report  came  in,  and 
the  second  one,  marked  void,  and  erased,  was  on  account  of 
the  policy  having  come  in  as  void, —  not  in  force.  I  judge 
that  the  policy  was  marked  void  after  the  policy  came  back 
to  us, —  from  the  record." 

Mr.  Burke,  of  the  firm  of  Magill  &  Burke,  testified  to  the 
request  of  Mr.  Griswold  to  renew  the  insurance  on  the  prop- 
erty. He  told  him  that  they  could  not,  as  they  were  not 
agents;  that  they  had  one  company  writing  outside  business 
(the  Minnesota  Fire)^  but  it  was  questionable  whether  they 
would  take  the  hotel  risk  at  Midway,  and  he  said  that  he 
would  submit  the  question  to  them,  write  the  policy,  and 
send  in  a  report  right  away,  so  they  would  have  time,  "  be- 
fore the  policy  goes  into  effect,  to  either  accept  or  decline  the 
risk."  He  said  that  was  all  right.  This  was  October  1st. 
Their  policy  expired  on  the  5th.  "  We  wrote  the  report  and 
sent  it  off  on  the  1st.  The  record  of  the  compact  office  shows 
our  report  went  through  on  the  1st.  I  got  a  reply  on  the 
3d  as  follows: 
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*  Minneapolis,  Oct.  3,  1895. 
^  Messrs.  H.  B.  Magill  &  Burke, 

*  La  Crosse,  Wis. 
*Dear  Sirs:  54,557,  C.  TT.  Nutting.  We  are  in  receipt  of 
above  daily  report,  covering  a  thousand  dollars  in  Midwaj% 
Wis*  We  beg  to  say  we  are  not  writing  outside  business  in 
your  section  in  towns  of  less  than  300  population.  We  there- 
fore have  to  ask  you  to  relieve  us  of  liability  under  above 
policy.     Send  same  to  us  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

*  Very  truly  yours, 

*  James  C.  Moody, 

'  Sec'y  &  Manager.' " 
Further  testifying,  the  witness  Burke  said:  "At  the  time 
we  sent  oflF  the  report,  we  wrote  the  policy  on  the  1st  day 
of  October,  and  I  delivered  it  in  person  to  Mr.  Griswold  on 
that  day.  Told  him,  when  I  handed  it  to  him,  pretty  much 
what  I  told  him  when  he  gave  us  the  order  for  the  insur- 
ance,—  that  it  was  doubtful  whether  the  company  would 
carry  it,  and  I  would  like  to  haVe  him  hold  the  policy,  and 
not  deliver  it  to  Nutting^  till  we  got  word  from  the  com- 
pany, one  way  or  the  other,  about  it.  He  said  he  would  do 
so.  Upon  receipt  of  this  letter,  as  soon  as  I  got  through 
with  my  mail,  on  the  same  daj'',  I  took  this  letter,  and  started 
over  to  Mr.  Griswold's  office,  for  the  purpose  of  telling  him 
what  the  company  had  written.  I  met  Mr.  Griswold  on  the 
corner  between  our  office  and  the  tobacco  store,  showed  him 
the  letter,  and  asked  for  the  return  of  the  policy.  He  re- 
marked to  me :  'I  suppose  we  are  entitled  to  five  days,  under 
the  terms  of  the  policy.'  I  said :  ^  Inasmuch  as  this  policy 
has  not  taken  effect,  I  guess  you  are  not  entitled  to  any  con- 
sideration of  that  kind.'  He  said  he  would  send  the  policy 
over  right  away.  We  did  not  get  policy  immediately.  Dur- 
ing the  next  four  days  I  went  over  to  his  office  three  or  four 
times  before  we  got  in.  He  was  off  on  insurance  business. 
I  met  him  two  or  three  times  on  the  street,  and  told  him  we 
would  like  to  get  the  policy.     On  the  9th,  not  having  re- 
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ceived  the  policy,  I  wrote  the  company  the  letter,  a  copy  of 
which  we  have  here.  I  got  the  policy  on  the  10th.  Mr. 
Griswold  brought  it  into  my  office  as  I  stood  at  ray  desk. 
I  turned  it  over  to  our  policy  clerk,  to  be  returned  through 
the  usual  channel,  which  was  through  our  compact  oflBce, 
and  it  was  returned  in  that  way.  When  the  policy  was 
written,  we  charged  it  up  to  Haloway  &  Griswold;  and^ 
when  it  was  brought  back,  we  credited  the  policy  back," 

On  behalf  of  the  defendant  a  letter  written  by  Magill  & 
Burke  to  the  insurance  company  October  9, 1896,  was  put  in 
evidence  as  follows: 

"Oct.  9th,  1895. 
"  Jas.  G.  Moody, 

"  Mgr.  of  Minnesota  Fire  Ins.  Co., 
"  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

"Dear  Sir:  Eeferring  to  your  favor  of  Oct.  3rd,  ordering 
cancellation  of  54,557, —  C.  TF.  Nxiiting^ —  we  have  given 
formal  notification  of  the  cancellation  of  this  policy,  and 
w^ill  doubtless  receive  the  policy  within  a  day  or  so. 
"  Yours  truly, 

"H.  B.  Magill  &  Biteke." 

Mr.  Griswold,  recalled,  testified  that  Mr.  Burke  never 
showed  him  the  letter  of  the  defendant  company,  or  any 
other  pertaining  to  the  policy ;  that  he  never  notified  him 
in  any  way  that  the  policy  had  been  canceled,  or  that  it  was 
not  to  go  into  effect;  that  he  did  not  know  anything  about 
this  until  after  the  fire;  that  he  never  saw  the  policy  after 
he  took  it  away ;  and  that  he  did  not  bring  it  back  to  Burke's 
oflBce  on  the  10th  of  October. 

The  defendant's  counsel  asked  the  court  to  direct  a  ver- 
dict for  the  defendant,  which  request  was  refused.  The 
case  was  submitted  to  the  jury,  and  the  plaintiff  had  a  ver- 
dict and  judgment  for  $862.15,  from  which  the  defendant 
appealed. 

n.  W.  Chynoweth^  for  the  appellant. 

Bay  S.  Reid^  for  the  respondent. 
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PiNNET,  J.  The  undisputed  evidence  shows  that  the  policy 
of  insurance  upon  which  the  action  is  founded  was  never 
delivered  by  the  defendant  as  a  completed  contract,  and 
that  no  contract  of  insurance  was  concluded  between  the 
parties.  It  is  evident  that  there  was  no  meeting  of  their 
minds,  in  the  legal  sense  of  the  terra.  The  evidence  of  Gris- 
wold,  the  plain tiflTs  agent,  who  was  seeking  to  perfect  a 
policy  of  insurance  for  him  for  $1,000  on  the  property  in 
question,  and  for  one 'year,  is  quite  decisive:  The  policy  was 
written  and  was  handed  to  him  by  Burke,  of  the  firm  of 
Magill  &  Burke,  agents  for  the  defendant.  "He  [Burke] 
said  he  would  like  to  keep  it  a  few  days,  because  he  did  not 
know  whether  the  company  would  carry  it  or  not.  So  he 
took  the  policy  home  with  him,  but  was  to  let  me  [Gris- 
Tvold]  know  if  the  company  would  carry  it  or  not."  He 
met  Mr.  Burke  on  the  street  quite  a  number  of  times  after 
he  took  the  policy  away.  "I  never  asked  him  about  it. 
Burke  did  not  deliver  the  policy  to  me  [Griswold].  My  idea 
was  that  he  [Burke]  had  sent  the  policy  to  Nutting  [the 
plaintiflTj,  and  that,  if  the  company  did  not  carry  the  policy, 
that  he  [Burke]  would  let  me  know."  Burke  testified  that 
the  policy  was  written  October  1st,  and  delivered  by  him  in 
person  to  Griswold  on  that  day,  and  he  told  Griswold  when 
he  handed  him  the  policy  pretty  much  what  he  told  him 
"when  he  gave  us  the  order  for  the  insurance, —  that  it  was 
doubtful  whether  the  company  would  carry  it,  and  I  would 
like  to  have  him  hold  the  policy,  and  not  deliver  it  to  Nut- 
tinffj  till  he  got  word  from  the  company,  one  way  or  the 
other,  about  it.  He  said  he  would  do  so."  Burke  testified 
that  he  was  to  submit  the  question  to  them,  write  the  pol- 
icy, and  send  in  a  report  right  away,  so  they  "  would  have 
time  before  the  policy  goes  into  effect  to  either  accept  or 
decline  the  risk."  He  (Griswold)  said  that  was  all  right. 
Griswold  testified  that  Burke  said  that,  if  the  company  did 
not  carry  the  risk,  he  would  let  him  know. 
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Although  the  policy  was  placed  in  the  physical  custody 
of  Griswold,  and  he  had  a  momentary  manual  possession  of 
it,  yet  this  was  not  for  the  purpose  of  completed  delivery,  or 
to  make  the  policy  presently  operative,  but  quite  the  re- 
verse. This  result  was  what  both  Griswold  and  Burke 
sought  to  avoid,  unless  and  until  it  could  be  ascertained 
whether  the  defendant  company  would  assent  to  and  carry 
the  risk.  Accordingly,  Griswold  kept  the  money  put  into 
his  hands  to  pay  the  premium,  and  Burke  took  the  policy 
home  with  him.  The  defendant  had  not  yet  acquired 
any  right  to  the  money  of  the  plaintiff  for  the  policy;  for  it 
was  to  be  operative  upon  a  condition  that  did  not  occur, 
namely,  that  the  defendant  would  accept  the  risk.  The 
plain tiflf's  agent,  Griswold,  should  have  pressed  the  matter 
to  an  early  and  decisive  conclusion,  obtaining  a  consent 
to,  or  refusal  of,  the  risk.  The  failure  of  Burke  to  notify 
Griswold  of  the  defendant's  refusal  to  carry  it  would  not 
place  it  under  any  contract  obligation  to  the  plain tiflF.  Parol 
evidence  is  admissible  to  show  that  a  writing  which  is  in 
form  a  complete  contract,  of  which  there  has  been  a  man- 
ual tradition,  was  not  to  and  did  not  become  a  binding  con- 
tract until  the  performance  or  occurrence  of  some  condition 
precedent  resting  in  parol.  lieynolds  v,  liobinson^  110  N.  Y. 
654;  Juilliardv.  Chaffee,  92  N.  Y.  529,  535;  Benton  v.  Mar- 
tin, 52  N.  Y.  570;  Brewers'  O,  Ins.  Co,  v.  Burger,  10  Hun, 
66;  Ware  v.  AUen,  128  U.  S.  590,  595;  Bu7^]cs  v,  Dulaney, 
153  U.  S.  228;  Adams  v.  Morgan,  150  Mass.  143;  Faunce  v. 
State  Ins,  Co,  101  Mass.  279. 

The  undisputed  evidence  shows  clearly  that  there  was 
never  any  delivery  of  the  policy  in  suit,  and  that  there  was 
not  a  completed  contract  of  insurance  between  the  parties. 
The  circuit  court  erred,  therefore,  in  denying  the  defend- 
ant's motion  for  a  nonsuit,  and  in  refusing  to  direct  a  verdict 
for  the  defendant. 

By  the  Court — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  for  a  new  trial. 
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Palmer  and  another,   Appellants,  vs.  The   City   Liveby 
Company,  Eespondent. 

November  18 --December  10,  1897, 

Landlord  and  tenant:  Forfeiture  of  lease:  Waiver. 

A  lessor,  upon  default  in  the  payment  of  rent,  brought  summary  prd- 
ceedings  to  recover  possession  of  the  premises.  From  a  judgment 
awarding  such  possession  to  him  the  lessee  appealed,  and  gave  an 
undertaking,  under  sea  3368,  B.  S.,  to  stay  proceedings  during  the 
pendency  of  the  appeal,  conditioned  to  pay  rent  during  such  pend- 
ency. Held,  that  the  lessor  did  not,  by  accepting  the  rent  secured 
by  such  undertaking,  waive  his  right  to  insist  on  the  forfeiture  of 
the  lease  for  nonpayment  of  previous  rent. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  La  Crosse 
county :  O.  B.  Wyman,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

The  plaintiffs  are  the  owners  of  a  livery  barn  in  the  city 
of  La  Crosse.  The  defendant  occupied  the  barn  under  a 
lease.  Eent  became  in  arrear.  The  plaintiffs  made  demand 
for  its  payment  or  the  surrender  of  the  premises.  The  de- 
fendant neither  paid  the  rent  nor  surrendered  the  premises. 
The  plaintiffs  brought  suit  for  the  possession,  and  obtained 
judgment  for  possession  of  the  premises.  The  defendant 
appealed  to  the  circuit  court,  and  gave  the  undertaking  re- 
quired by  E.  S.  sec.  3368,  to  stay  proceedings  during  the 
pendency  of  the  appeal.  This  undertaking  was  conditioned, 
among  other  things,  to  pay  rent  during  the  pendency  of  the 
appeal.  Three  months'  rent  of  the  premises  was  paid,  for 
the  time  during  the  pendency  of  the  appeal,  and  received  by 
the  plaintiffs.  Afterwards,  on  the  trial,  the  receipt  of  this 
rent  was  urged  as  a  waiver  of  the  previous  breach  in  the 
nonpayment  of  rent.  The  court  rendered  judgment  for  the 
defendant,  dismissing  the  complaint.  From  this  judgment 
the  plaintiffs  appeal. 
Vou98— 3 
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For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Rigbee  <&  Bungey 
and  oral  argument  by  E.  O.  Highee. 
C.  L.  Eood^  for  the  respondent. 

Newman,  J.  The  question  is  whether  the  receipt  of  the 
rent  by  the  plaintiflfs  was,  in  the  circumstances,  a  waiver  of 
their  right  to  insist  on  the  forfeiture  of  the  lease.  It  is  the 
settled  law,  no  doubt,  that  the  landlord  who,  with  knowl- 
edge of  the  breach  of  the  condition  of  a  lease  for  which  he 
has  a  right  of  re-entry,  receives  rent  which  accrues  subse- 
quently, waives  the  breach,  and  cannot  afterwards  insist  on 
the  forfeiture.  Cramher  v.  Hackeit^  6  Wis.  323;  Conger  v. 
Duryee^  90  N.  Y.  594.  This  is  on  the  ground  that  the  land- 
lord has  an  election.  He  may  choose  whether  he  will  de- 
clare the  lease  at  an  end,  and  re-enter  at  once,  or  whether 
he  will  overlook  the  breach,  and  let  the  lease  remain  in  force. 
Of  course,  he  cannot  do  both,  for  the  two  courses  lead  in 
opposite  directions;  and,  because  the  taking  of  rent  which 
accrues  subsequently  to  the  breach  is  incompatible  with  a 
rescission  of  the  lease,  it  is  held  that  the  acceptance  of  rent, 
under  such  circumstances,  is  clear  evidence  of  an  election  to 
have  the  lease  continue  in  force.  The  rule,  being  founded 
on  the  exercise  of  his  option  by  the  landlord,  can  have  no 
place  in  a  situatioti  where  no  option  is  afforded  him. 

The  only  question  here  is  whether  the  rule  of  election  ap- 
plies, in  the  facts  of  this  case.  Practically  the  question  is 
whether  the  plaintiffs  were  in  a  situation  in  which  they  had 
a  choice.  If  they  had  no  choice  they  could  be  bound  by  no 
election.  The  situation  is  clear.  There  was  a  breach  of  a 
condition  of  the  lease  which  gave  the  plaintiffs  the  right  of 
re-entry.  They  elected  to  terminate  the  lease,  gave  the 
proper  notice,  and  brought  their  proper  action.  They  ob- 
tained judgment  for  restitution.  The  defendant  appealed, 
and  gave  its  undertaking.  This  undertaking  bound  it  to 
pay  the  rent,'  and  gave  it  the  right  to  remain  in  possession 
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during  the  pendency  of  the  appeal.  The  plaintiffs  had  no 
option  in  the  matter.  It  is  clear  that  from  that  time  the 
occupation  of  the  defendant  was  against  the  consent  of  the 
plaintiffs.  It  was  not  referable  to  the  lease,  but  to  the  sit- 
uation created  by  the  appeal  and  undertaking,  and  could  be 
no  proper  evidence  that  the  plaintiffs  had  elected  to  waive 
their  right  to  terminate  the  lease.  So,  the  payment  and  re- 
ceipt of  the  rent  are  referable  to  the  situation,  and  not  to 
the  plaintiffs'  choice.  The  law  does  not  intend  the  absurd 
conclusion  that  the  plaintiffs  must  forego  all  rents  during 
the  pendency  of  the  appeal,  under  penalty  of  forfeiting  all 
their  rights  in  the  action.  It  has  been  at  too  much  pains  to 
secure  such  rents  to  them  for  that  conclusion.  That  a  party 
abides  by  a  situation  in  which  the  law  places  him  is  no  evi- 
dence that  the  situation  is  of  his  choice,  nor  binding  upon 
him  as  an  election. 

ByiheCov/rt — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  for  a  new  triaL 
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Eespondent. 

November  18 — December  10,  1897, 

Appeal:  Court  and  jury:  Master  and  servant:  Assumption  of  risk:  Con- 
tributory negligence, 

Im  Unless  the  proof  of  contributory  negligence  is  so  clear  and  decisive 
as  to  leave  no  room  for  unbiased  and  impartial  minds  to  come  to 
any  other  conclusion,  the  question  of  such  negligence  must  be  de- 
termined by  the  jury. 

2l  a  decision  of  the  trial  court  that  the  plaintiff  in  an  action  for  a  per- 
sonal injury  by  negligence  was,  as  a  matter  of  law,  guilty  of  con- 
tributory negligence,  must  be  affirmed  on  appeal,  unless  it  is  clearly 
erroneous. 

S.  Evidence  showing,  among  other  things,  that  there  were  two  elevator 
shafts,  side  by  side,  in  a  dimly  lighted  place  in  a  manufacturing 
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plant,  which  had  nothing  to  prevent  approach  to  them  and  were 
dangerous,  one  elevator  going  up  while  the  other  was  coming 
down,  and  that  an  employee  who  was  perfectly  familiar  with  all 
the  facts  and  with  the  danger  of  exposing  himself  within  the 
shafts,  on  being  requested  to  place  the  dinner  pail  of  the  man  at 
the  top  upon  the  elevator  undertook  to  do  so  and  was  injured  by 
the  descending  elevator,  is  held  to  sustain  a  finding  by  the  trial 
court  that  he  had  assumed  the  risk  and  was»  as  a  matter  of  law, 
guilty  of  contributory  negligence. 
4  It  is  a  general  rule  that,  where  unusual  dangers  are  known  to  the 
employee  and  he  voluntarily  assumes  them,  if  he  is  thereby  injured 
he  cannot  recover,  because  of  his  contributory  fault,  even  though 
the  master,  at  the  same  time,  is  guilty  of  negligence  which,  with- 
out such  assumption  of  risk,  would  have  rendered  him  liable^ 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Waupaca 
county :  Chas.  M.  Webb,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  to  recover  damages  for  personal  injuries.  Plaintiff 
was  a  man  twenty-two  years  of  age,  and  of  average  intelli- 
gence so  far  as  shown  by  the  pleadings  and  evidence.  He 
was  in  the  employ  of  defendant  in  operating  an  iron-manu- 
'facturing  plant.  While  so  employed  he  stepped  into  the 
lower  opening  of  an  elevator  shaft,  or  leaned  into  such  open- 
ing, for  the  purpose  of  placing  a  workman's  dinner  pail  on 
the  elevator  to  send  it  to  the  top  landing  where  such  work- 
man was  employed.  While  in  the  act  of  so  doing  the 
elevator  descended  and  struck  him,  cai^sing  the  injury  com- 
plained of.  The  jury  rendered  a  special  verdict,  finding  all 
the  issues  in  plaintiff's  favor,  and  assessing  his  damages  at 
$3,000.  The  third  finding  was  to  the  effect  that  plaintiff 
was  not  guilty  of  contributory  negligence.  The  court,  on 
motion  of  the  defendant,  changed  such  finding  to  one  that 
plaintiff  was  guilty  of  such  negligence,  which  was  excepted 
to  by  the  plaintiff.  Judgment  was  thereupon  rendered  in 
defendant's  favor  of  no  cause  of  action,  aind  the  plaintiff  ap- 
pealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Oatey  Sanhorriy 
Lamoreux  cfe  Park^  with  D.  F.  G^Keefe^  of  counsel,  and  oral 
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argument  by  B,  B,  Park.  Among  other  things,  they  ar- 
gued that  the  defendant,  as  master,  not  having  provided  any 
railing,  guard,  or  fence  for  the  elevators,  as  required  by  sec. 
1635/*,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.,  was  liable  for  the  injury  to  his 
employee.  Taylor  v.  Carew  Mfg.  Go.  143  Mass.  470 ;  Willy 
V.  Mulledj/j  78  N.  T.  310.  The  question  of  plaintiff's  con- 
tributory negligence  was  for  the  jury.  It  was  not  so  clear 
as  to  justify  the  court  in  ignoring  the  right  of  the  jury  and 
assuming  to  pass  upon  it.  Kajples  v.  Orth^  61  Wis.  531; 
Peterson  v.  Sherry  L,  Co.  90  id.  83;  Townley  v.  (7.,  M.  <& 
St.  P.  JR.  Co.  53  id.  633;  Salladay  v.  Dodyeville,  85  id.  318; 
VaZin  v.  M.  &  N.  R.  Co.  82  id.  1 ;  Peopled  Bank  v.  Morgo- 
lofsU^  75  Md.  432;  Thompson  v.  Edward  P.  Allis  Co.  89 
Wis.  529;  Jung  v.  Stevens  Pointy  74  id.  547;  Strong  v.  Ste- 
vens Pointy  62  id.  265;  Gates  v.  Hughes^  44  id.  332;  Cumber' 
land  V.  JR.  Co.  v.  JMaugayis^  61  Md.  53.  The  plaintiff  was 
not  negligent.  He  acted  upon  proofs  such  as  would  satisfy 
an  ordinarily  intelligent  and  prudent  person  of  facts  which 
rendered  it  safe  for  him  to  act  as  he  did.  Beach,  Contrib. 
Neg.  (1st  ed.),  41 ;  Philadelphia^  W.  &  B.  R.  Co.  v.  Ander- 
souy  72  Md.  519;  JEngel  v.  Smith,  82  Mich.  1 ;  Wheeler  v.  West- 
party  30  Wis.  392;  Guthhert  v.  Appieton^  24  id.  383;  Weisen- 
herg  v.  Appteton^  26  id.  56;  Barstow  v.  Berlin^  34  id.  357; 
Ewm  V.  O.  &  A.  W.  R.  Co.  38  id.  613. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Tomhins  <&  Mer- 
rilly  and  oral  argument  by  Geo.  R.  JMJerrill. 

Marshall,  J.  The  sole  question  on  this  appeal  is,  Does 
the  evidence  conclusively  show  contributory  negligence  on 
plaintiff's  part?  Otherwise  that  branch  of  the  case  was  ex- 
clusively for  the  jury,  and  the  trial  court  erred  in  changing 
the  finding  in  that  regard  and  in  rendering  judgment  for  the 
defendant. 

The  general  rule  is  too  firmly  established  and  well  under- 
stood to  require  discussion  here,  to  the  effect  that  unless  the 
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proof  of  contributory  negligence  is  so  clear  and  decisive  as 
to  leave  no  room  for  unbiased  and  impartial  minds  to  come  to 
any  other  conclusion,  or,  as  it  is  sometimes  said,  so  clear  and 
conclusive  as  not  to  admit,  reasonably,  of  any  opposing  in- 
ference in  unbiased  and  unprejudiced  minds,  the  proper 
inference  to  be  drawn  must  be  determined  by. the  jury. 
Duame  v.  C.  &  N.  W.  E,  Co,  12  Wis.  523;  Winstanley  v.  (7., 
M.  <&  St  P.  R.  Co,  72  Wis.  375;  Steinhofel  v.  C,  M.  &  St. 
P.  E.  Co,  92  Wis.  123;  Seefeld  v,  C,  M,  db  St,  P,  E.  Co.  YO 
Wis.  216;  Valin  v.  M,  <&  N,  E,  Co.  82  Wis.  1;  Langhoff  v. 
M.  <&  P.  du  OE,  Co.  19  Wis.  489;  Ndson  v.  C,  M.  <&  St. 
P,  E,  Co,  60  Wis.  320. 

The  learned  circuit  judge  who  presided  at  the  trial,  in  de- 
ciding the  question  under  consideration,  undoubtedly  had 
clearly  in  mind  the  familiar  principle  to  which  we  have  re- 
ferred, and,  testing  the  undisputed  facts  on  the  evidence  by 
such  rule,  concluded  that  there  oould  be  but  one  reasonable 
inference  therefrom;  that  such  inference  was  unmistakable; 
and  therefore  that  the  question  was  one  of  law  which  it  was 
his  duty  to  decide;  and  he  held  accordingly.  A  decision 
thus  rendered  must  be  affirmed  on  appeal  unless  it  clearly 
appears  that  it  was  erroneous.  That  weight,  at  least,  should 
be  given  to  decisions  of  trial  judges,  even  on  questions  of 
the  kind  under  consideration.  It  is  the  uniform  rule  that 
their  determination  of  questions  of  fact  cannot  be  disturbed 
unless  against  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evidence.  The 
reasons  for  that  rule  do  not  apply  as  strongly  to  decisions 
as  to  whether  the  inferences  to  be  drawn  from  undisputed 
facts  are  all  one  way,  but  the  opportunities  which  a  trial 
judge  has  for  determining  such  questions  are  superior  to 
those  possessed  by  the  appellate  court,  and  on  that  ground 
are  entitled  to  considerable  weight,  and,  where  the  question 
is  doubtful,  to  controlling  weight. 

In  the  light  of  the  foregoing  we  have  carefully  considered 
the  evidence  in  the  record  bearing  on  the  question  presented. 
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It  is  undisputed  that  there  were  two  elevator  shafts  side  by 
side,  reaching  from  about  ten  inches  below  the  level  of  the 
lower  floor  of  the  manufacturing  plant  to  a  height  of  about 
sixty-five  feet;  that  there  was  an  opening  in  each  such  shaft 
at  the  lower  floor,  about  nine  by  ten  feet;  that  the  elevators 
were  operated  by  steam  power  to  carry  charcoal  and  iron 
ore  to  the  top  of  the  furnace,  where  it  was  handled  by  work- 
men called  top-fillers;  that  the  elevators  were  operated  in 
such  a  way  that  when  one  went  up  the  other  came  down, 
and  when  one  was  at  the  top  of  the  shaft  the  other  was  in 
the  pit,  with  the  platform  at  a  level  with  the  lower  floor; 
that  an  ore  crusher  in  the  vicinity  made  so  much  noise  as  to' 
render  the  working  of  the  elevator  machinery,  ordinarily, 
Bot  perceptible  in  the  vicinity  of  the  lower  openings  into 
the  shafts;  that  the  light  in  the  room  next  to  such  openings 
was  very  poor,  so  that  whether  the  elevators  were  up  or 
down  could  not  readily  be  seen  without  .artificial  light,  es- 
pecially by  a  person  on  first  going  in  from  the  outside  of 
the  building;  that  it  was  usual  to  have  a  light  there  for  the 
use  of  the  workmen  who  filled  the  carriers  with  coal  and  ore 
and  rolled  them  onto  the  elevator  platforms  to  be  hoisted ; 
that  there  was  no  protection  at  the  openings  t6  prevent  a 
person  from  walking  into  the  shafts,  and  nothing  to  indi- 
cate whether  an  elevator  was  up  or  down  except  as  its  loca- 
tion could  be  discerned  by  looking  in  at  the  opening;  that 
it  was  customary  to  send  to  the  top-filler  his  dinner  pail  by 
placing  it  on  the  elevator  platform ;  that  plaintiff  was  re- 
quested to  do  that  on  the  occasion  in  question:  that  he  was 
perfectly  familiar  with  all  the  facts  before  detailed,  and 
knew  that  it  was  dangerous  to  expose  his  body  in  an  eleva- 
tor shaft  without  first  being  sure  that  the  elevator  was  down 
or  not  about  to  descend ;  that  all  the  risks  were  as  well  known 
to  him  as  to  the  defendant;  that  under  these  circumstances 
he  approached  the  elevator  to  place  the  filler's  dinner  pail 
on  the  elevator  platform.     Whether  he  walked  into  the 


40  SUPEEME  COUET.  OF  WISCONSIN.  [98 

Powell  TS.  Ashland  Iron  &  Steel  Ca 

opening  and  was  then  struck  by  the  descending  elevator,  or 
in  attempting  to  place  the  pail  on  the  platform  leaned  over 
sufficiently  to  place  his  body  in  the  path  of  the  descending 
elevator,  is  not  certain;  but  it  is  undisputed  that  he  looked 
into  one  of  the  openings  and  saw  that  the  platform  was  not 
down;  that  he  then  looked  into  the  other,  and  supposing 
by  appearances  that  the  platform  there  was  down,  either 
walked  into  the  shaft  or  leaned  over  into  it,  when  the  eleva- 
tor descended  upon  him  causing  the  injuries  complained  of. 

The  general  rule  is  that,  where  unusual  dangers  are  known 
to  the  employee  and  he  voluntarily  assumes  them,  if  he  is 
thereby  injured  he  cannot  recover,  on  account  of  his  con- 
tributory fault,  even  if  the  master,  at  the  same  time,  is  guilty 
of  negligence  which,  without  such  assumption  of  risk,  would 
have  rendered  him  liable.  Hazen  v.  West  Superior  Z.  Co.  91 
"Wis.  208;  Jon^  v.  Sutherland^  91  Wis.  587;  Jung  v.  Ste- 
vens Point,  74  Wis.  547;  Naylor  v.  G.  <&  N,  W.  JR.  Co.  53 
Wis.  661.  This  rule  is  based  on  the  theory  that  when  a  per- 
son engages  in  the  employment  of  another,  he  is  supposed 
to  do  so  in  view  of  all  the  usual  risks  incident  to  the  busi- 
ness, and  also  all  unusual  hazards  attending  such  business 
as  conducted  by  the  master,  if  such  hazards  are  known  to 
him.  This,  as  said  in  effect  by  a  very  learned  author,  em- 
inent as  such  and  as  a  judge  of  one  of  the  highest  courts,  is 
only  a  part  of  the  contract  which  public  policy  permits  mas- 
ter and  servant  to  make,  inasmuch  as  an^  opposite  doctrine 
would  not  only  subject  employers  to  unreasonable  and  often 
ruinous  responsibilities,  thereby  embarrassing  all  branches 
of  business,  but  would  be  an  encouragement  to  the  servant 
to  omit  that  diligence  for  his  own  safety  which  is  a  far 
higher  security  than  any  recovery  against  the  master  for 
damages  coul4  ever  afford. 

The  foregoing,  in  the  judgment  of  the  trial  court,  governs 
this  case  in  defendant's  favor,  and  the  record  comes  far  short 
of  showing  clearly  that  the  decision  is  wrong.     While  it 
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goes  on  the  doctrine  of  assnraed  risks,  the  subject  was  cov- 
ered by  the  third  finding.  True,  that  referred  to  contribu- 
tory negligence,  but,  as  said  before,  it  includes  assumption 
of  the  risk.  There  are  courts,  and  text  writers  as  well,  that 
confidently  claim  a  distinction  between  the  two,  some  going 
so  far  as  to  hold  that  "assumption  of  risk"  is  so  essentially 
a  matter  of  special  contract  that  to  constitute  a  defence  it 
must  be  pleaded  specially.  It  is  considered  here,  notwith- 
standing authority  to  the  contrary,  that  no  necessary  dis- 
tinction exists  between  the  two.  Such  distinctions  are  in- 
dulged in  far  too  much  and  lead  only  to  confusion  and 
uncertainty  in  a  most  important  branch  o^  jurisprudence. 
Assumption  of  risk,  in  the  sense  of  those  ordinary  dangers 
incident  to  an  employment  as  ordinarily  carried  on,  of  course 
has  nothing  to  do  with  contributory  negligence,  for  there 
being  no  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  employer  as  to  such 
risks,  obviously  there  can  be  no  contributory  negligence  in 
the  sense  of  concurring  fault.  But  the  term  "  assumption 
of  the  ri^k,"  as  used  to  designate  a  defense  against  the 
employer's  fault,  covers  the  subject  of  one's  voluntarily  sub- 
jecting himself  to  danger  not  ordinarily  incident  to  the  em- 
ployment in  which  he  is  engaged,  but  which  nevertheless 
exists  because  of  the  way  the  employer  sees  fit  to  conduct 
his  business.  Tested  by  the  standard  of  ordinary  care,  the 
presence  of  such  unusual  danger  constitutes  a  wrong  on  the 
part  of  the  employer,  but  one  the  legal  consequences  of 
which  the  servant  may  contract  to  waive,  which  he  does  by 
entering  or  continuing  in  the  employment  of  the  master 
with  knowledge  of  its  existence.  In  such  a  case  it  is  imma- 
terial that  the  danger  might  be  guarded  against  by  the  em- 
ployer, even  if  failure  in  that  respect  be  a  violation  of  some 
statutory  requirement  on  the  subject.  The  responsibilities 
which,  by  the  rules  of  the  common  law,  the  servant  must 
assume  and  discharge  for  his  own  safety,  are  not  affected 
thereby  unless  the  statute  expressly  so  provides.     What  is 
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here  said  is  not  strictly  essential  to  a  decision  of  this  case, 
but  it  is  considered  proper  in  order  to  bring  out  clearly  that 
the  third  finding  on  the  subject  of  contributory  negligence 
includes  assumption  of  risk  as  a  form  of  such  negligence. 
It  is  by  no  means  an  open  question  in  this  court.  The  as- 
sumption of  risks  by  an  employee  in  any  employment,  not 
ordinarily  injoident  thereto,  has  been  uniformly  treated  by 
this  court  as  but  a  form  of  contributory  negligence.  Darcey 
V,  Farmers^  L,  Co.  87  Wis.  245 ;  Hazen  v.  West  Superior  Z. 
Co.  91  Wis.  208;  Peterson  v.  Sherry  L.  Co.  90  Wis.  93. 

It  follows  from  the  foregoing  that  the  judgment  appealed 
from  must  be  aflSrmed. 

By  the  Court. —  Judgment  aflBrmed. 


First  National  Bank  of  Stevens  Point,  Respondent,  vs. 
i<^_  278  Chafee,  imp.,  Appellant. 

November  19 — December  10, 1897. 

Conveyances:  Mortgages:  Priority:  Notice, 

1.  Tlie  actual  and  open  possession  of  land  by  the  vendee,  under  an  un- 
recorded contract  for  its  purchase,  is  constructive  notice  of  his 
rights  to  one  who,  while  he  is  so  in  possession,  takes  a  mortgage 
of  the  land  from  the  vendor,  but  it  is  not  notice  of  the  rights  of 
one  to  whom  the  vendor  has  secretly  assigned  the  contract 

2b  A  mere  executory  contract  for  the  sale  of  land  is  not  a  "  convey- 
ance," within  the  meaning  of  sees.  2241,  2242,  R.  S.,  nor  is  the 
vendee  a  "  purchaser  "  within  the  meaning  of  those  sections,  which 
make  an  unrecorded  conveyance  void  as  against  a  subsequent  pur- 
chaser in  good  faith  whose  conveyance  shall  first  be  recorded. 

B,  In  the  absence  of  actual  notice,  or  knowledge  of  facts  sufficient  to 
put  him  upon  inquiry  leading  thereto,  that  the  vendor  in  a  con- 
tract for  the  sale  of  land  has  assigned  such  contract  by  a  secret 
parol  assignment,  one  who  takes  from  the  vendor  a  mortgage 
of  the  land  will  be  protected  against  the  assignee  of  the  contract, 
and  the  claims  of  the  latter  will  be  held  subject  and  subordinate 
to  such  mortgage. 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  "Waushara 
county:  Chas.  M.  Webb,  Circuit  Judge.    JReversed. 

This  action  was  commenced  March  30, 1896,  by  the  as- 
signee of  a  land  contract  against  the  vendee  in  possession, 
and  also  against  the  vendor  and  a  subsequent  mortgagee  of 
the  vendor,  to  foreclose  the  contract,  and  have  the  mortgage 
adjudged  subject  and  subordinate  to  the  plaintiff's  claim. 
Issue  being  joined  and  trial  had,  the  court  found,  as  mat- 
ters of  fact,  in  effect,  as  follows:  September  3,  1892,  the 
defendant  James  F.  Wiley,  was  the  owner  in  fee  of  the  240 
acres  of  land  described.  On  that  day  Wiley  and  wife  made 
-and  entered  into  a  land  contract  for  a  deed  with  the  de- 
fendant A.  B.  Mathews,  by  the  terms  of  which  Mathews 
agreed  to  pay,  as  the  purchase  price  therefor,  $4,000,  ac- 
cording to  the  terras  of  ten  promissory  notes,  of  $400  each, 
dated  on  that  day,  and  executed  by  A.  B.  Mathews,  and 
payable  to  the  order  of  James  F.  Wiley,  with  interest  at  six 
per  cent,  per  annum,  to  become  due,  respectively,  in  one, 
two,  three,  four,  five,  six,  seven,  eight,  nine,  and  ten  years 
from  that  date.  At  the  same  tjme  and  as  a  part  of  the 
same  agreement,  another  and  further  instrument  was  made, 
executed,  and  delivered  by  J.  F.  Wiley  and  A.  B.  Mathews, 
whereby  Mathews  was  to  put  in  twenty  acres  of  pota- 
toes each  year  (at  least),  and  more  if  he  wished,  on  his 
best  land,  of  the  best  varieties,  and  to  deliver  all  the  good 
merchantable  potatoes  grown  each  year  thereon  to  J.  F. 
Wiley  &  Son's  potato  storehouse,  in  the  fall  of  each  year, 
at  thirty  cents  per  bushel,  until  enough  should  be  delivered 
to  pay  $4,000  and  interest,  as  per  the  ten  notes  mentioned, 
the  first  twenty  acres  to  be  planted  in  the  spring  of  1893. 
Immediately  after  the  execution  of  the  two  land  contracts 
mentioned,  and  the  ten  notes  therein  mentioned,  A.  B. 
Mathews  and  his  wife,  the  defendant  Julia  Mathews,  en- 
tered into  the  open  and  notorious  possession  of  the  real 
estate  under  his  land  contracts,  and  continued  to  occupy  the 
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same  and  remain  in  such  possession  until  the  trial  of  this 
action,  claiming  his  interest  in  the  real  estate  by  virtue  of 
the  land  contracts. 

On  September  30, 1892,  J.  F.  Wiley  &  Son  and  J.  F.  Wiley 
were,  and  had  been  for  six  months,  indebted  to  the  plaintiff 
in  the  sum  of  $5,000.  Such  indebtedness  was  renewed  on 
that  day  by  two  notes  executed  by  J.  F.  Wiley  &  Son,  and 
delivered  to  the  plaintiff,  and  as  collateral  security  for  the 
payment  of  the  two  last-mentioned  notes  the  said  J.  F.  Wiley 
did,  on  September  30, 1892,  as  such  owner  and  holder  of  the 
land  contract  and  the  ten  notes  mentioned  therein,  deliver 
to  the  plaintiff  the  ten  promissory  notes  so  signed  by  A.  B. 
Mathews,  as  collateral  security  for  the  $5,000  represented  by 
the  two  renewal  notes  so  given  on  that  day.  At  the  time 
of  such  delivery,  J.  F.  Wiley  represented  and  stated  to  the 
plaintiff  that  the  ten  notes  were  secured  by  a  mortgage  of 
real  estate  or  by  a  land  contract.  It  was  then  and  there 
agreed  by  and  between  the  plaintiff  and  J.  F.  Wiley  that 
the  plaintiff  would  receive  and  hold  the  ten  notes  as  such 
security,  and  the  plaintiff  had  ever  since  held  and  still  con- 
tinued to  hold  the  ten  notes  as  such  security,  with  the  con- 
sent and  approval  of  J.  F.  Wiley  &  Son  and  J.  F.  Wiley. 

On  July  16, 1894,  the  notes  so  executed  September  30, 1892, 
were  consolidated  into  one  note  of  $5,000,  with  interest  at 
eight  per  cent,  per  annum,  signed  by  J.  F.  Wiley  &  Son,  and 
was  due  in  ninety  days  thereafter.  The  $5,000  note  was 
renewed  from  time  to  time  until  October  3,  1895,  on  which 
date  it  was  renewed  for  the  last  time,  and  the  same  was 
made  payable  ninety  days  from  that  date,  with  interest  at 
eight  per  cent,  per  annum.  No  payment  had  ever  been  made 
on  that  note,  except  $100,  paid  January  13, 1896.  Neither 
the  land  contract  nor  any  assignment  thereof  was  ever  re- 
corded in  the  register's  office;  and  the  plaintiff  did  not,  at 
any  time,  inform  Mathews  that  his  notes  were  held  by  it,  until 
March,  1896,  and  Mathews  did  not  know  until  that  date  that 
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the  plaintiff  held  the  notes,  and  he  made  payments  thereon 
to  J.  F.  Wiley  in  1893,  $474.45,  and  in  1894,  $281.15,  which 
moneys  were  retained  by  Wiley,  with  consent  of  the  plaintiff, 
and  the  amount  thereof  was  indorsed  on  said  notes.  There 
was  due  and  to  become  due  upon  the  ten  notes  and  land  con- 
tract $4,211.72  for  principal  and  interest  to  December  28, 
1896,  of  which  sum  there  was  then  due  for  principal  and  in- 
terest $1,477.72. 

On  October  15, 1895,  the  defendant  Charles  Chafee  loaned 
to  J.  F.  Wiley  $8,000,  evidenced  by  four  promissory  notes, 
of  $2,000  each,  due  in  six,  twelve,  eighteen,  and  twenty-four 
months  respectively ;  and  as  collateral  security  for  the  pay- 
ment of  said  notes,  J.  F.  Wiley  and  wife  did,  on  the  same 
day,  duly  make,  execute,  and  acknowledge  to  Cha/rlea  Chafee 
a  real-estate  mortgage  upon  the  lands  described,  and  other 
lands,  which  mortgage  was  duly  recorded  in  the  register's 
office,  October  17,  1895. 

On  October  17, 1895,  J.  F.  Wiley  and  wife  executed,  ac- 
knowledged, and  delivered  to  Charles  Chafee  a  second  mort- 
gage upon  the  lands  in  question,  and  other  lands,  to  correct 
an  error  in  the  description  of  the  first  mortgage,  and  the  same 
was  recorded  in  said  register's  office,  October  29, 1895.  Both 
of  said  mortgages  were  executed  without  the  know'ledge  or 
consent  of  A.  B.  Mathews  and  wife,  or  the  consent  of  the 
plaintiff.  At  the  time  of  giving  such  mortgage  Charles 
Chafee  had  notice  that  A.  B.  Mathews  was  in  the  actual 
possession  of  the  lands  under  said  land  contract,  claiming 
an  interest  therein  by  virtue  thereof.  When  Wiley  was  ne- 
gotiating said  loan  of  $8,000  from  Chafee^  the  latter  inquired 
of  him  whether  or  not  there  was  any  lien  or  incumbrance 
against  the  lands  described,  and  he  was  informed  by  said 
WUey  that  there  was  not,  except  that  he  had  made  a  con- 
tract of  sale  with  Mathews  to  be  paid  in  potatoes,  but  that 
there  had  been  practically  nothing  paid  on  the  principal,  and 
that  Mathews  wished  to  be  relieved  of  the  contract,  so  that 
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it  was  practically  unincumbered. '  Chafee  had  no  actual  knowl- 
edge or  actual  notice  that  the  notes  accompanying  the  land 
contract  had  ever  been  assigned  to  the  plaintiff  or  any  one 
else.  Notice  of  the  pendency  of  this  action  was  duly  filed 
in  the  register's  office,  April  23,  1896. 

As  conclusions  of  law,  the  court  found,  in  effect,  that  the 
transfer  of  the  ten  notes  to  the  plaintiff  operated  as  an  as- 
signment of  the  land  contract  to  the  plaintiff,  and  that  the 
plaintiff,  by  virtue  thereof,  could  maintain  this  action  to 
foreclose  the  same;  that  the  plaintiff  was  a  honajide  holder 
of  the  notes  described  in  the  land  contract;  that  the  mort- 
gaged premises  be  sold  in  one  body,  9,nd  that  it  was  for  the 
interest  of  all  the  parties  that  the  same  should  be  so  sold ; 
that  the  defendant  Chafee  was  chargeable  with  notice  of  the 
land  contract  and  the  contents  thereof,  and  of  the  existence 
of  the  ten  promissory  notes  therein  described,  and  with 
notice  that  the  plaintiff  was  in  possession  of  said  ten  notes, 
and  all  of  the  rights  of  the  plaintiff  in  the  premises,  under 
the  facts  as  therein  found  to  be  true;  that  Cliarlea  Chafee 
was  not  an  innocent  mortgagee  of  the  premises  hereinbefore 
described ;  that  his  mortgages,  and  each  of  them,  were  sub- 
ject and  subordinate  to  the  rights  of  the  plaintiff  in  the 
premises,  by  virtue  of  the  facts  so  found ;  that  the  defend- 
ants A.  B.  Mathews  and  wife  were  wholly  in  default;  that 
the  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  a  judgment  of  strict  foreclosure 
of  the  land  contract,  in  accordance  with  such  findings. 

From  the  judgment  entered  thereon  according  to  such 
findings,  the  defendant  Chafee  brings  this  appeal. 

John  Barnes^  for  the  appellant. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Cate^  Sanharny 
Lamoreux  c6  Parh^  and  oral  argument  by  B,  B.  Park.  They 
argued,  inter  aliay  that  the  transfer  of  the  vendee's  notes  to 
the  plaintiff  was  a  transfer  of  the  contract  by  which  they 
were  secured.  Church  v.  Smithy  39  Wis.  492.  The  mort- 
gagee was  chargeable  with  notice  of  all  the  facts  about  the 
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contract  which  he  might  have  learned  from  the  vendee. 
MaUskey  v.  Feldmcmy  75  Wis,  103;  Williamson  v,  JSrowjij  1& 
K  Y.  354,  362;  Brinkman  v.  JoneSj  44  Wis.  519;  Ely  v. 
WUcox^  20  id.  524;  Wickea  v.  Zake,  25  id.  71 ;  Denton  v.  Whiie^ 
26  id.  679;  Le  JSTeye  v.  Le  Neve^  2  White  &  T.  Lead.  Cas.  Eq. 
109 ;  note  on  159, 180, 187 ;  1  Story,  Eq.  Jur.  §  410a/  2  Sugden, 
Vendors  (8th  Am.  ed.),  ch.  24,  sec.  1,  p.  513,  and  note  (a); 
Losey  v.  SianjpsoUj  11  N.  J.  Eq.  246.  The  veadee's  possession 
was  notice,  not  only  of  his  rights,  but  of  the  rights  of  per- 
sons claiming  under  the  vendor.  Coe  v.  ManaeaUy  62  Wis. 
81-87,  88;  Wade,  Notice,  sees.  30,  65,  65a. 

Cassoday,  0.  J.  Of  course,  the  actual  and  open  posses- 
sion of  the  land  by  Mathews,  as  vendee  under  the  unre- 
corded contract  for  the  purchase  of  the  same,  as  found  by 
the  court,  was  constructive  notice  to  Chafee  and  the  world 
as  to  what  his  rights  and  interest  in  the  land  were.  Meade 
V.  Gilfoyle^  64  Wis.  25;  Coe  v.  Manseau^  62  Wis.  S2;Wicke8 
V.  Lake,  25  Wis.  71 ;  JEly  v.  Wilcox,  20  Wis.  523.  But  such 
constructive  notice  related  primarily  to  the  rights  and  inter- " 
est  of  Mathews.  Thus,  it  has  been  held  that  where  the 
vendee,  in  such  actual  possession,  has  paid  to  the  vendor  the 
full  amount  of  the  purchase  price  for  the  land,  then  such 
vendee  by  such  payment  becomes  the  absolute  equitable 
owner.  Hoiizik  v.  Delaglise,  65  Wis.  499.  In  the  case  at 
bar  the  vendee  had  failed  to  keep  up  the  interest,  much  less 
to  reduce  the  principal.  As  Wiley  informed  Chafee,  Math- 
ews' interest  was  practically  nothing.  All  of  Mathews'  pay- 
ments had  been  made  to  Wiley  personally,  and  Mathews 
did  not  know  that  Wiley  had  transferred  his  notes  or  the 
contract  to  the  plaintiff  until  this  action  was  commenced. 
There  is  no  pretense  that  Chafee  had  any  knowledge  or  rea- 
son for  believing  that  such  transfer  had  been  made  until 
long  after  he  had  loaned  his  money  to  Wiley  and  taken  and 
recorded  his  mortgage.    So  far  as  Chafee  was  concerned, 
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and  SO  far  as  Mathews  was  concerned,  such  transfer  from 
Wiley  to  the  plaintiff  was  a  secret.  To  hold  that  such  pos- 
session of  Mathews  was  a  constructive  notice  to  Chafee  of 
the  secret  arrangement  between  Wiley  and  the  plaintiff  — 
unknown  to  both  Mathews  and  Chafee  —  would  be  to  defeat 
the  very  object  of  the  registry  statutes.  It  does  not  appear 
that  the  plaintiff  held  any  formal  assignment  of  the  land 
contract  from  Wiley,  much  less  that  any  such  assignment 
was  recorded. 

The  statute  declares  that  "  every  conveyance  of  real  estate 
within  this  state  .  .  .  which  shall  not  be  recorded  as 
provided  by  law,  shall  be  void  as  against  any  subsequent 
purchaser  in  good  faith,  and  for  a  valuable  consideration,  of 
the  same  real  estate,  or  any  portion  thereof,  whose  convey- 
ance shall  first  be  l^ecorded."  E.  S.  sec.  2241.  The  statute  also 
declares  that  "the  term  'conveyance,'  as  so  used,  shall  be 
construed  to  embrace  every  instrument  in  writing,  by  which 
any  estate  or  interest  in  real  estate  is  created,  aliened,  mort- 
gagedy  or  assigned,  or  by  which  the  title  to  any  real  estate 
may  be  affected  in  law  or  equity^  except  wills,  leases  for  a 
term  not  exceeding  three  years,  and  executory  contracts  for 
the  sale  or  purchase  of  land;  and  the  term  *  purchaser,'  as  so 
used,  shall  be  construed  to  embrace  every  person  to  whom 
any  estate  or  interest  in  real  estate  shall  be  conveyed  for  a 
valuable  consideration,  and  also  every  assignee  of  a  mort- 
gage or  lease,  or  other  conditional  estate."  E.  S.  sec.  2242. 
From  this  last  section  it  is  apparent  that  a  mere  "  executory 
contract  for  the  sale  or  purchase  of  land"  is  not  a  "  convey- 
ance," within  the  meaning  of  sec.  2241,  E.  S.,  and  that  the 
vendee  in  such  contract  is  not  a  "purchaser"  within  the 
meaning  of  that  section.  This  was  held  by  Judges  Davis 
and  Hopkins  in  Curts  v.  Cisna^  7  Biss.  260.  The  ground  of 
such  decision  is  that  such  vendee  must  rely  on  the  responsi- 
bility of  his  vendor.  Id.  But,  as  indicated,  if  the  contract 
is  so  far  executed  that  the  vendee  has  entered  into  the  opea 
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and  notorious  possession  of  the  land  contracted  for,  then  he 
is  protected  by  virtue  of  such  possession.  But  the  statute 
also  provides  that  "  every  bond  or  contract  for  the  sale  or 
purchase  of  lands,  or  concerning  any  interest  in  lands,  made 
in  writing,  under  seal,  attested  by  two  witnesses,  and  ac- 
knowledged, may  be  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  register  of 
deeds  of  the  county  where  the  lands  lie."  K.  S.  sec.  2238. 
The  statute  further  provides  that  "  every  bond  or  contract 
mentioned  in  section  2238,  when  executed,  acknowledged  and 
recorded,  as  provided  in  said  section,  shall  be  notice  to  and 
take  precedence  of  any  subsequent  purchaser,  and  shall  op- 
erate as  a  lien  upon  the  lands  therein  described,  according 
to  its  import  and  meaning."  E.  S.  sec.  2245.  But  the  land 
contract  was  not  recorded,  and  it  does  not  appear  that  it 
was  so  executed  as  to  be  recordable.  The  terra  "  convey- 
ance,"  as  used  in  sec.  2241,  is  construed  by  sec.  2242  to  in- 
clude a  mortgage,  and  the  word  "purchaser,"  as  therein 
used,  is  construed  to  include  a  mortgagee.     Id. 

In  the  absence  of  actual  notice  or  knowledge  of  such  facts 
as  would  put  a  prudent  man  upon  inquiry  which  would  lead 
to  actual  notice,  Chafee^  as  such  mortgagee,  had  the  right  to 
rely  on  Wiley's  apparent  record  title  in  fee,  subject,  of  course, 
to  the  rights  and  interest  of  Mathews  in  possession.  Chafee 
was  a  hona  fide  purchaser  as  against  the  plaintiff.  Had 
Wiley,  at  the  time  of  transferring  the  ten  notes  made  by 
Mathews  to  the  plaintiff,  also  executed  and  delivered  to  the 
plaintiff  a  warranty  deed  of  the  premises  and  then  failed  to 
record  the  same,  such  deed  would,  under  the  statutes  cited, 
have  been  void  as  against  the  mortgage  from  Wiley  to  Chafee 
so  recorded  in  October,  1895.  Since  that  would  be  so  in  re- 
spect to  such  warranty  deed,  it  must,  for  a  much  stronger 
reason,  be  so  with  respect  to  the  secret  transfer  from  Wiley 
to  the  plaintiff,  which  did  not  rise  to  the  dignity  of  a  con- 
veyance, and  was  not  recorded  nor  recordable.  It  would  be 
preposterous  to  hold  that  such  secret  parol  transfer  of  the 
Vol.  »8— 4 
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notes  and  land  contract  to  the  plaintiff  was  more  potential 
than  such  unrecorded  warranty  deed  would  have  been.  We 
must  hold  that  the  plaintiff's  claim  upon,  and  interest  in,  the 
premises  in  question  are  subject  and  subordinate  to  Chafee^s 
mortgage.  Lamont  v.  Stiinaon^  6  Wis.  443;  Hoyt  v.  JoneSy 
31  Wis.  389;  Mason  v.  Beach,  55  Wis.  607. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  with  direction  to  enter 
judgment  in  accordance  with  this  opinion. 
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118       •512|     Municipal  corporations:  Defective  sidewalk:  Contributory  negligence: 
Special  verdict:  Instructions:  Privileged  communications:  Damages. 

1.  Upon  evidence  showing  among  other  things  that,  while  plaintiff 

was  walking  in  a  snow  storm  which  might  well  conceal  a  hum- 
mock of  ice  around  a  pump  in  the  sidewalk,  he  slipped  and  fell 
thereon,  his  attention  being  for  the  moment  diverted  by  being  ac- 
costed by  a  friend,  it  is  held  that  he  was  not  guilty  of  contributory 
negligence,  as  a  matter  of  law,  in  not  seeing  and  avoiding  such  ice. 

2.  Communications  to  a  physician  of  facts  which  it  is  necessary  for 

him  to  know  in  order  to  treat  a  patient  intelligently  are  privileged, 
and  the  privilege  is  that  of  the  patient. 

8L  It  is  not  error  to  refuse  to  submit  questions  for  a  special  verdict, 
offered  by  a  party,  if  those  submitted  fully  cover  all  the  issues  in 
the  case. 

4.  A  refusal  to  give  special  instructions  asked,  is  not  error  if,  though 
correct  in  themselves,  they  are  substantially  given  in  the  general 
charge. 

6.  An  instruction,  in  an  action  for  personal  injuries,  that  if  the  jury 
"are  satisfied  from  the  evidence  that  the  injury  that  the  plaintiff 
suffered  is  permanent  in  its  nature,  and  will  continue  to  affect  his 
health  and  physical  condition  in  the  future,  .  .  .  you  should 
allow  him,  in  addition,  such  sum  as  will  reasonably  compensate 
him  for  such  pain  and  suffering  and  impairment  of  ability  to  earn 
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a  livelihood  as  he  must  sufifer  in  the  future,"  does  not  violate  the* 
rule  that  permanent  disability  must  be  found  to  be  reasonably 
certain  before  such  damages  can  be  allowed. 
8.  An  instruction  which,  standing  alone,  might  mislead  the  jury  is  not 
error  when  so  qualified  as  not  to  have  that  effect. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  fop  Buflfalo 
county :  E.  B.  Bundy,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  is  an  action  to  recover  for  personal  injuries  suflfered 
by  the  plaintiff  by  reason  of  a  fall  upon  a  sidewalk  in  the 
defendant  city  on  the  21st  of  November,  1893.  The  fact 
that  the  plaintiff  fell  was  not  disputed,  nor  was  it  disputed 
that  he  suflfered  injuries  thereby.  A  snowstorm  was  in  prog- 
ress at  the  time  of  the  fall,  and  the  plaintiff  claimed  that 
the  fall  was  occasioned  by  slipping  upon  an  accumulation  of 
ice  upon  the  sidewalk.  It  appears  that  there  was  a  pump 
located  in  the  sidewalk,  between  two  and  three  feet  from 
the  outer  edge  thereof;  and  the  plaintiff  and  his  witnesses 
claim  that  there  was  a  large  accumulation  of  ice  under  the 
spout  of  this  pump,  a  foot  or  more  in  depth,  which  extended 
out  several  feet  from  the  outer  edge  of  the  pump,  in  a  round 
and  uneven  form,  and  that  it  had  been  substantially  in  that 
condition  for  several  days.  The  plaintiff  claimed  that  as 
he  approached  the  pump  his  attention  was  diverted  by  a 
friend  passing  by  and  speaking  to  him,  and  that  from  that 
fact,  as  well  as  the  fact  that  it  was  snowing,  ho  did  not  see 
the  ice,  and  hence  stepped  upon  it  and  fell.  The  defend- 
ant's evidence  attempted  to  show  that  there  was  no  ice 
about  the  pump,  but  that  the  plaintiff  slipped  upon  the 
snow. 

A  special  verdict  was  rendered,  by^  which  it  was  found^ 
in  answer  to  appropriate  questions:  (1)  That  the  plaintiff 
fell  in  the  vicinity  of  the  pump;  (2)  that  there  was  at  that 
place  an  accumulation  of  ice  on  the  sidewalk,  (3)  resulting 
from  the  freezing  of  drippings  from  the  pump,  (4)' forming  a 
dangerous  defect  in  the  sidewalk;  (5)  that  the  plaintiff  was 
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injured  by  means  of*  slipping  on  such  ice;  (6)  that  the  ice 
would  not  be  apparent  to  a  person  walking  on  the  sidewalk 
and  exercising  ordinary  care;  (7)  that  the  officers  of  the  city 
had  no  actual  notice  of  the  existence  of  such  ice,  (8)  but  that 
it  had  existed  long  enough  for  the  officers  to  discover  it  and 
remove  it,  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care;  (9)  that  there 
was  an  incline  of  the  walk,  towards  the  street;  (10)  that  the 
street  gutter  was  lower  than  the  sidewalk;  (11)  that  the 
plaintiff  could  not  have  seen  the  ice,  in  the  exercise  of  ordi- 
nary care,  in  time  to  avoid  it;  (12)  that  the  plaintiff 'did  not 
voluntarily  attempt  to  pass  over  the  walk  when,  in  the  exer- 
oise  of  ordinary  care,  he  ought  to  have  known  it  was  dan- 
gerous; (13)  that  the  ice  was  uneven  and  rounded  in  form; 
{14)  that  the  plaintiff  had  no  defect  in  his  injured  leg  prior 
to  his  fall  on  the  sidewalk;  (15)  that  the  defendant  was 
guilty  of  want  of  ordinary  care,  which  was  the  cause  of  the 
injury;  (16)  that  the  plaintiff  was  not  guilty  of  the  want  of 
any -ordinary  care  which  contributed  to  his  fall;  (17)  that 
the  plaintiff's  damages  were  $3,000. 

From  a  judgment  for  the  plaintiff  on  this  verdict,  the  de- 
fendant appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  J.  W.  Whelan^  at- 
torney, and  Austin  &  Fehr^  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by 
TT.  n.  Austin,  They  contended,  inter  alia,  that  the  plaintiff 
was,  as  a  matter  of  law,  guilty  of  contributory  negligence 
in  not  observing  and  avoiding  the  ice,  which  was  in  plain 
sight  and  visible  from  some  distance.  Conneaut  v.  Naef,  64 
Ohio  St.  529;  Butterfield  v.  Forrester,  11  East,  60;  WAalen 
V,  Citizen^  Gas  Light  Cb.  151  N.  Y.  73;  ^Yeston  v.  Troy,  139 
id.  281;  Dulois  v,  Kingston,  102  id.  219;  Beltz  v,  YonTcers, 
148  id.  67;  Davis  v.  California  St.  R,  Co.  105  Cal.  131; 
Schaefier  v.  Sandusktj,  33  Ohio  St.  246;  Bluffton  v.  McAfee, 
12  Ind.  App.  490;  lludon  v.  Little  Falls,  71  N.  W.  Eep. 
678;  Quincy  v.  Barker,  81  111.  300. 

Plaintiff's  attention  was  not  diverted  until  he  was  in  the 
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act  of  falling.  The  rejection  of  the  physician's  testimony 
as  to  the  condition  of  plaintiff's  leg  previous  to  the  accident 
was  erroneous.  The  statement  to  him  in  regard  to  it  was 
not  necessary  to  enable  him  to  treat  the  injury  caused  by 
the  accident.  Campau  v.  North^  39  Mich.  607;  Edington  v. 
jEtna  Z.  Ins,  Co.  17  N.  Y.  564;  Kansas  City,  Ft.  S.  dk  M. 
R.  Co.  V.  Murray,  55  Kan.  336;  Jones,  Ev.  §  778. 
S.  G.  Oilman  and  G.  W.  Oilman,  for  the  respondent. 

WiNSLOw,  J.  1.  A  motion  for  nonsuitwas  made  in  this  case^ 
and  overruled,  and  error  is  assigned  upon  this  ruling.  Ex- 
amination of  the  record  satisfies  us  that  the  case  was  one 
for  the  jury.  The  plaintiff  was  walking  along  in  a  snow- 
storm which  might  well  conceal  the  outlines  of  the  hummock 
of  ice,  and  his  attention  was  at  the  time  momentarily  di- 
verted by  being  accosted  by  a  friend.  Under  such  circum- 
stances, we  cannot  saj'  that  the  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  neg- 
ligence, as  matter  of  law,  in  not  seeing  and  avoiding  the  ice. 
Wheeler  v.  Westjport,  30  Wis.  392;  Simonds  v.  Baraboo^  93 
Wis.  40. 

2.  The  physician  who  treated  the  plaintiff's  injured  leg 
was  asked  certain  questions  as  to  statements  said  to  have 
been  made  to  him  by  the  patient  as  to  the  previous  condition 
of  the  leg  and  the  circumstances  of  his  fall.  These  questions 
were  objected  to  as  privileged  communications,  and  the  ob- 
jections were  sustained.  We  understand  from  the  record, — 
though  it  is  somewhat  confused, —  that  the  doctor  stated  that 
all  these  facts  were  necessary  for  him  to  know  in  order  to 
enable  him  to  treat  the  case  intelligently.  This  brings  it 
within  the  provisions  of  sec.  4075,  K.  S.,  and  makes  it  a  priv- 
ileged communication.  This  court  has  recently  held  that  iu 
such  case  the  privilege  is  that  of  the  patient.  Boyle  v  JV'. 
W.  Mxit  R.  Asso.  95  Wis.  312.  Hence  there  was  no  error  ia 
excluding  the  evidence. 

3.  Error  is  assigned  upon  the  failure  to  submit  certain 
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questions  to  the  jury  as  a  part  of  the  special  verdict.  It  is 
sufficient  to  say  on  this  point  that  the  special  verdict  fully 
covered  all  the  issues  in  the  case. 

4.  The  court  charged  upon  the  question  of  damages  as  fol- 
lows: "And  if  you  are  satisfied  from  the  evidence  that  the 
injury  that  the  plaintiff  has  suffered  is  permanent  in  its  na- 
ture, and  will  continue  to  affect  his  health  and  physical  con- 
dition in  the  future,  and  cause  him  pain  and  suffering  in  the 
future,  you  should  allow  him,  in  addition,  such  sum  as  will 
reasonably  compensate  him  for  such  pain  and  suffering  and 
impairment  of  ability  to  earn  a  livelihood  as  he  must  suffer  in 
the  future."  It  is  claimed  that  this  instruction  was  defective, 
in  that  it  allowed  the  jury  to  find  permanent  damages  upon 
supposition  or  conjecture,  and  that  it  violated  the  rule  that 
permanent  disability  must  be  found  to  be  reasonably  certain 
before  such  damages  can  be  allowed.  We  do  not  think  the 
objection  well  taken.  The  court  told  the  jury  that,  if  they 
were  **  satisfied  "  from  the  evidence  that  the  injury  was  per- 
manent, they  might  assess  damages  for  such  pain  and  suffer- 
ing and  impairment  of  ability  to  earn  a  livelihood  as  he  must 
suffer  in  the  future.  If  a  jury  are  satisfied  of  the  existence 
of  a  fact,  it  would  seem  that  they  must  be  reasonably  certain 
of  it.  "We  see  no  defect  in  the  instruction,  and  we  think 
there  was  sufficient  evidence  to  base  it  on. 

The  court  also  charged  that  admissions  of  a  party  are 
sometimes  rather  unreliable  and  calculated  to  mislead,  and 
need  to  be  scrutinized  with  care.  This  is  objected  to  as  un- 
Avarranted.  If  it  stood  alone,  it  might  be  misleading;  but  it 
Avas  followed  by  further  remarks  to  the  effect  that  admis- 
sions deliberately  made  and  clearl}"  proven  are  entitled  to 
considerable  weight,  and  may  be  entitled  to  a  great  deal  of 
weight,  and  that  the  degree  of  weight  was  a  question  for  the 
jury.  Certainly,  with  these  qualifications,  there  was  no  error 
here. 

5.  A  number  of  instructions  were  asked  and  refused.    It 
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seems  hardly  necessary  to  insert  them  here.  They  were 
generally  correct,  and  were  generally,  also,  included  in  the 
<5harge  of  the  court,  in  somewhat  different  form  and  word- 
ing, but  sufficiently  expressing  the  idea  to  be  conveyed. 
Many  verbal  criticisms  are  made  of  the  charge,  but  we  have 
discovered  nothing  of  suflBcient  consequence  to  justify  re- 
versal. 

The  case  seems  to  have  been  fairly  tried,  and  submitted 
without  prejudicial  error. 

By  the  Court. —  Judgment  affirmed. 


JIfuntctpaZ  corporations:  Injury  from  defective  sidewalk:  Negligence: 
Evidence:  Court  and  jury:  Instructions, 

1.  In  an  action  against  a  city  for  personal  injuries  caused  by  a  defect 

in  a  sidewalk,  evidence  that  there  was  plainly  visible  in  a  very 
generally  traveled  sidewalk,  at  the  place  where  the  accident  oc- 
curred, a  hole  large  epough  to  admit  a  man^s  foot,  and  that  it  had 
existed  there  for  about  a  year,  is  suflBcient  to  sustain  a  verdict 
•  finding  the  city  guUty  of  negligence. 

2.  The  mere  fact  that  the  plaintiflf  in  an  action  for  such  injury  had 

previous  knowledge  of  such  defect, —  frequently  saw  it  and  con- 
sidered it  to  be  dangerous, —  does  not  establish  contributory  negli- 
gence on  his  part,  as  a  matter  of  law.  Though  he  knew  of  it,  he 
was  not  bound  at  all  times,  by  day  or  night,  when  passing  over 
such  walk  to  bear  the  defect  in  mind;  and  if  an  injury  occurred 
when  his  attention  was  momentarily  diverted  by  other  matters, 
the  question  of  contributory  negligence  was  one  for  the  jury  to 
decide  upon  all  the  facts. 
Z,  In  all  cases  where  the  inference  of  contributory  negligence  or  the 
absence  of  it  is  in  doubt,  giving  the  testimony  the  construction 
most  favorable  to  the  party  charged  therewith,  the  question  is  for 
the  jury.  In  order  to  warrant  a  nonsuit,  or  an  absolute  direction 
'   to  find  for  the  defendant,  on  the  ground  of  contributory  negli- 
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gence,  the  proof  of  such  negligence  must  be  clear  and  decisive^ 
leaving  no  room  for  impartial  and  unbiased  minds  to  arrive  at 
any  other  conclusion. 

4,  Though  contributory  negligence  may  appear  on  the  plaintiff's  own 

showing,  in  an  action  for  personal  injuries,  so  as  to  render  proof 
of  it  by  the  defendant  unnecessary,  yet  an  instruction  that  the 
bilrden  of  proof  thereof  is  upon  the  defendant  is  not  misleading, 
when  th6  court  adds  that  such  negligence  cannot  be  presumed  in 
the  absence  of  facts  showing  it  or  circumstances  from  which  the 
inference  can  properly  be  drawn. 

5,  A  surgical  expert  who  testifies  that  the  plaintiff's  injury  was  a  se- 

vere sprain,  may  properly  testify  as  to  the  results  which  usually 
or  even  sometimes  attend  or  follow  such  an  injury.  Such  testi- 
mony, based  on  his  knowledge  or  experience,  cannpt  fairly  be  re- 
garded as  speculative  or  conjectural. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  St.  Croix 
county :  E.  B.  Bdndy,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

This  was  an  action  brought  to  recover  damages  which  the 
plaintiff  claims  to  have  sustained  in  consequence  of  a  per- 
sonal injury  received  by  him  while  traveling  on  a  sidewalk 
in  the  defendant  city,  on  and  along  the  east  side  of  Arch 
street,  which,  it  was  alleged,  was  defective,  insufficient,  and 
in  want  of  repair,  and  which  the  defendant  negligently  and 
knowingly  suffered  and  permitted  for  a  long  lime  previously 
to  be  and  remain  in  such  defective  and  insufficient  condition. 
The  defendant  alleged  that  the  plaintiff's  injury  was  caused^ 
by  his  own  fault  and  negligence. 

On  the  trial  before  a  jury,  it  appeared,  in  substance,  that 
the  street  and  sidewalk  in  question  were  very  generally 
traveled  and  used,  and  the  sidewalk  was  on  the  most  usual 
and  direct  route  from  the  plaintiff's  home  to  the  business 
places  in  the  city^.  The  walk  was  five  feet  wide,  and  the 
planks,  about  sixteen  feet  long,  were  laid  north  and  south, 
and  varied  in  width  from  four  to  eight  and  ten  inches.  They 
were  full  of  knot  holes  and  had  wany  sides,  and,  where  the 
plaintiff  was  injured,  there  was  an  incline  or  grade  in  the 
w^alk  for  about  four  rods,  of  about  two  and  one  half  feet. 
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He  was  going  up  the  incline  at  the  time  on  his  way  home^ 
walking  along,  "not  just  thinking,"  and  his  acquaintance^ 
Mr.  Heffron,  was  c6ming  down  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
sti^et,  going  to  his  work,  and  the  plaintiff  spoke  to  him,  and 
said,  "What's  your  hurry?"  and  he  replied,  "I  am  in  a 
hurry  to  go  down  to  the  shop;"  and  just  then  the  plaintiff 
stepped  into  a  hole  in  the  walk  on  the  side  of  a  plank  large 
enough  to  admit  his  foot,  and  his  ankle  was  turned  in  the 
hole,  causing  the  injury  complained  of.  There  was  a  hole 
there,  and  a  broken  plank,  and  there  was  a  knot  across  the 
plank  about  sixteen  or  eighteen  inches  from  the  end  of  it, 
and  it  broke  right  down;  and  he  stepped  on  the  side  of  the 
pther  plank,  and  turned  his  ankle  right  down,  and  fell 
against  the  fence.  The  break  in  the  plank  was  about  eight 
inches  wide.  It  was  broken  clear  off,  about  sixteen  or 
eighteen  inches  from  the  end,  and  about  two  or  three  feet 
from  a  sleeper  to  the  long  end  of  the  broken  plank.  The 
depression  or  hole  was  six  or  seven  inches  deep  at  the  deep- 
est place.  When  the  plank  broke  down  it  bound  on  top,  so 
that  it  did  not  rise  back  again. 

The  plaintiflf  testified  that  he  first  saw  the  hole  over  a  year 
before  the  injury,  and  had  "  avoided  it  after  that  every  timo 
I  thought  of  it,  and  I  would  try  to  go  over  on  one  side  or 
the  other;  I  thought  it  was  a  dangerous  place,  that  ought 
to  be  avoided;"  that  he  noticed  it  pretty  nearly  everj'  time 
he  traveled  up*and  down  the  street,  which  was  several  times 
a  day, —  two  or  three  times  a  day, —  and  he  had  traveled  it 
by  night  frequently ;  that  there  was  a  sidewalk  on  the  other 
side  of  the  street.  He  further  testified  that  he  was  not  at 
the  time  looking  where  he  stepped,  and  was  looking  at  Mr. 
Heffron,  on  the  other  side  of  the  street;  might  have  taken 
eight  or  ten  steps,  or  fifteen,  after  speaking  with  him,  and 
kept  walking  along  at  an  ordinary, gait.  Other  evidence  was 
given  descriptive  of  the  condition  of  the  walk  and  hole,  and 
tending  to  show  that  the  mayor  and  aldermen  of  the  defend- 
ant city  had  notice  of  its  existence. 
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Dr.  Wade  was  called,  and  testified  to  the  treatment  he  had 
given  the  plaintiff's  ankle  for  the  injury;  that  it  was  a 
sprained  ankle;  that  sprains  are  where  two  bones  come  to- , 
gether  to  form  a  joint,  and  one  bone  is  forced  from  its  nat- 
ural position  with  the  other,  and  the  ligaments  are  either 
ruptured  or  badly  stretched ;  that  he  found  the  ankle  swollen, 
and  the  plaintiff  was  suffering  a  good  deal;  that  he  was 
confined  to  the  house,  where  he  saw^  him  a  number  of  times, 
and  was  afterwards  put  on  crutches;  that  from  what  he 
observed  and  learned  of  the  Case,  from  his  first  consultation, 
and  from  objective  symptoms,  it  was  a  severe  sprain,  the 
usual  consequence  of  which 'is  that  the  member  is  usually 
weakened  from  the  rupture,  and  the  ligaments  are  strained, 
so  that  it  leaves  the  joint  lax,  and  makes  it  weaker;  that 
the  limb  at  the  present  time  was  smaller  than  the  other; 
still  had  lameness  in  it.  In  answer  to  questions  propounded 
by  the  plaintiff's  counsel  as  to  whether  the  ligaments  some- 
times became  torn  off  or  stretched  so  that  they  never  re- 
sumed a  normal  condition,  he  answered,  against  the  objection 
of  the  defendant,  in  the  aflirmative;  also,  to  a  similar  ques- 
tion, that  "in  a  severe  sprain  the  ligaments  sometimes  tear 
off  pieces  of  the  bone  of  the  joint,  and  that  sometimes  a  sprain 
may  be  more  serious  than  a  fracture, —  that  is,  the  injury, 
the  sprain,  may  couple  with  it,  or  in  addition  to  the  sprain 
you  have  a  fracture,  which,  of  course,  makes  it  worse  than 
a  simple  fracture;"  that  the  weakened  condition  of  the  limb 
remains  usually  for  a  considerable  length  of  time;  that  tho 
joint  was  liable  to  be,  and  would  be,  weak  for  quite  a  long 
time,  probably  two  or  three  years,  and  would  afterwards  be 
more  liable  to  injury  than  a  healthy  joint,  and  might  trouble 
the  plaintiff,  especially  in  stormy  w^eather. 

After  the  plaintiff  had  rested,  the  defendant  moved  for  a 
nonsuit  on  the  ground  that  it  appeared  from  the  evidence 
that  the  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  negligence  which  contributed 
to  the  injury.  The  motion  was  denied.  After  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  testimony,  counsel  for  the  defendant  requested 
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the  court  to  direct  a  verdict  in  its  favor  on  the  ground  that 
there  was  no  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  defendant,  and 
that  the  plaintiff's  injury  was  caused  by  his  own  negligence; 
but  the  motion  was  denied. 

The  court  charged  the  jury,  among  other  things,  "that 
the  depression  or  deffect  in  the  walk  claimed  appeared  to  be 
open  and  visible,  and  the  plaintiff  stepped  into  it  in  broad 
daylight,  and  might  have  seen  it  if  he  had  looked;  but  that 
a  person  is  not  necessarily  to  be  held  guilty  of  negligence 
because  he  does  not  every  instant  keep  his  eyes  on  the  walk 
before  him,  jtnd  keep  in  his  mind  every  instant  the  fact  that 
there  is  a  dangerous  defect  in  the  walk  over  which  he  is 
passing.  If  his  mind  and  attention  and  eyes  are  for  a  mo- 
ment diverted  to  some  object,  and  he  removes  his  eyes  from 
the  walk,  and,  while  so  diverted,  he  walks  into  a  hole  which 
he  mighl  and  would  have  seen  had  he  been  looking,  it  does 
not  necessarily  follow  from  this  fact  that  he  was  negligent. 
He  may  or  may  not  be  negligent,  according  to  the  facts  sur- 
rounding the  case;  and  this  is  a  question  of  fact  for  you  to 
determine, —  whether  or  not  the  plaintiff  was  negligent  in 
this  case."  "  The  burden  of  proving  contributory  negligence 
is  upon  the  defendant.  It  is  not  to  be  presumed  in  the  ab- 
sence of  facts  and  circumstances  from  which  an  inference 
that  the  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  it  can  be  properly  drawn." 

The  jury  gave  a  verdict  for  the  plaintiff  for  $500,  and  a 
motion  for  a  new  trial  on  the  ground  of  the  rulings  above 
set  forth  was  denied,  and  the  plaintiff  had  judgment,  from 
which  the  defendant  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  W.  F,  McNally 
and  S.  N.  HaiokinSy  and  oral  argument  by  21r.  McNally, 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  Smith  &  Oakes. 

PiNNEY,  J.  1.  The  question  whether  the  defendant  city 
bad  been  guilty  of  negligence  in  not  repairing  and  keeping 
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the  sidewalk  in  question  in  safe  and  proper  condition,  which 
was  the  proximate  cause  of  the  plaintiff's  injury,  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  jury  under  proper  instructions,  and  the  evi- 
dence was  clearly  suflBcient  in  this  respect  to  sustain  the 
verdict. 

The  mere  fact  that  the  plaintiff  had  previous  knowledge 
of  the  defect  in  the  sidewalk,  and  was  familiar  with  it,  and 
considered  it  dangerous,  does  not  establish  contributory  neg- 
ligence as  a  matter  of  law.  Salzer  v.  Milwaukee^  97  Wis.  471 ; 
Simonds  v.  Bardboo^  93  Wis.  40.  The  defect  was  not  one 
that  could  be  regarded  as  imminently  dangerous,  and,  as  held 
iri  WheeUr  v.  Westport^  30  Wis.  392,  and  Cuthhert  v.  Apple- 
ton,  24  Wis.  383,  the  plaintiff  was  not  bound  at  all  times,  by 
day  or  by  night,  when  passing  over  the  walk,  to  bear  in 
mind  the  defect  in  it,  and  think  of  it,  though  he  knew  it  was 
there  and  considered  that  it  was  dangerous.  The  plaintiff's 
mind  may  have  been  busied  with  some  train  of  thought  until 
he  was  in  close  proximity  to  the  defect  or  hole,  when  he  was 
made  conscious  of  the  presence  of  his  acquaintance  Heffron 
on  the  other  side  of  the  street,  and  whom  be  accosted,  when 
a  hasty  colloquy  occurred,  during  which  he  looked  at  his 
acquaintance,  and  did  not  look  at  the  walk  or  for  the  hole, 
walking  along  perhaps  ten  or  fifteen  steps,  when  he  stepped 
in  the  hole  and  received  his  injuries.  That  the  events  thus 
detailed  should  have  occurred  as  stated  by  the  plaintiff  is 
quite  natural,  and  that  his  attention  should  have  been  mo- 
mentarily diverted  and  occupied  by  his  meeting  his  acquaint- 
ance and  what  passed  between  them.  The  case  in  this  respect 
is  quite  like  the  cases  of  Cumlshj  v.  Kenosha,  87  Wis.  286,  and 
Barstow  v.  Berlin,  34  Wis.  357.  The  existence  of  the  defect 
may  not,  under  the  circumstances,  have  occurred  to  his  mind. 
Whether  he  was  guilty  of  contributory  negligence  or  not 
was  a  question  for  the  jury,  and  depended  upon  the  infer- 
ences which  the  jury  might  fairly  draw  from  all  the  facts 
and  circumstances  in  evidence,  and  the  opinion  they  might 


Wis.]  august  TERM,  1897.  61 

Crites  vs.  City  of  New  Richmond. 

form  as  to  the  prudence  of  his  conduct.  In  all  cases  in  which 
the  inference  of  contributory  negligence,  or  the  absence  of 
it,  is  in  doubt,  giving  to  the  testimony  the  construction  most 
favorable  to  the  party  charged  therewith,  the  question  is 
for  the  jury.  In  any  event,  the  proof  of  contributory  neg- 
ligence must  be  clear  and  decisive,  not  leaving  room  for  im- 
partial and  unbiased  minds  to  arrive  at  any  other  conclusion, 
in  order  to  warrant  a  nonsuit  or  an  absolute  direction  to  the 
jury  on  the  ground  of  contributory  negligence.  Kaples  v. 
Orih,  61  Wis.  533;  Yalin  v.  M.  &  iT.  E,  Co.  82  Wis.  6;  Mo- 
Dougall  v.  Ashland  S.-K  Co.  97  Wis.  382,  and  cases  cited. 

The  only  evidence  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  accident 
occurred  was,  substantiall}^  that  of  the  plaintiff.  The  court 
charged  the  jury  that  the  burden  of  proving  contributory 
negligence  was  on  the  defendant.  While  contributory  negli- 
gence may  appear  on  the  plaintiff's  own  showing,  so  as  to 
Tender  proof  of  the  fact  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  un- 
necessary, we  do  not  think  that  the  instruction  was  mislead- 
ing, in  view  of  the  state  of  the  proof  and  the  fact  that  the 
court  instructed  the  jury  that  "contributory  negligence 
could  not  be  presumed  in  the  absence  of  evidence  showing 
it,  or  facts  and  circumstances  from  which  an  inference  that 
the  plaintifif  was  guilty  of  negligence  can  be  properly  drawn." 
We  think  that  the  charge  on  this  point,  on  the  whole,  is  free 
from  objection. 

2.  We  think  that  the  testimony  of  Dr.  Wade,  objected  to, 
was  properly  admitted.  He  had  testified  as  to  the  character 
and  nature  of  the  injury,  and  that  "it  was  a  severe  sprain." 
lie  was  a  surgical  expert,  and  had  attended  the  case.  It 
was  competent  to  ask  him  what  results  usually,  or  even 
sometimes,  accompany  or  follow  such  an  injury.  This  was 
expert  evidence,  based  upon  the  knowledge  and  experience 
of  the  witness  as  a  physician  and  surgeon  and  his  knowl- 
edge of  the  particular  case.  It  is  not  fairly  to  be  regarded 
as  speculative  or  conjectural.    The  defendant  had  ample  op- 
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portunity  to  cross-examine  the  witness  and  test  the  fairness 
of  his  evidence. 

The  record  does  not  show  any  material  error,  and  we  have 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  judgment  is  correct  and 
should  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


McNally,  Executor,  Appellant,  vs.  McAndeew  and  another, 

Kespondents. 

November  19  —  December  10, 1S97. 

Pleading:  Variance:  Failure  of  proof:   Gifts:  Surrender:  Evidence: 
Transactions  with  person  since  deceased:  Appeal:  Immaterial  error. 

1.  In  an  action  by  an  executor  to  foreclose  a  mortgage  given  to  his 

testator,  a  son  of  the  latter  was  interpleaded  as  claiming  to  own 
the  notes  and  mortgage.  He  answered  claiming  to  own  them  by 
purchase  from  his  father,  but  at  the  trial  the  proof  showed  that 
he  was  the  owner  by  gift.  A  prior  examination  of  the  son,  how- 
ever, under  sec.  4096,  R.  S.,  had  shown  the  nature  of  his  claim,  so 
that  plaintiff  was  not  misled.  Heldj  that  there  was  no  failure  of 
proof  on  the  part  of  the  son,  and  no  material  variance,  the  sub- 
stance of  the  issue  being  the  ownership  of  the  notes,  and  the 
means  whereby  the  son  became  the  owner  being  merely  inci- 
dental ^ 

2.  There  being  evidence  to  show  that  the  testator  had  delivered  the 

notes  and  mortgage  to  his  son  as  a  gift,  with  the  understanding 
that  the  testator  should  receive  the  interest  on  them  as  long  as 
he  lived,  further  evidence  that  the  notes  were  afterwards  returned 
to  the  testator  to  enable  him  to  collect  the  interest,  and  were 
found  among  his  papers  after  his  (^ecease,  did  not  establish  the 
fact  that  there  had  been  no  gift  in  proesenti  or  that  there  had 
been  a  revocation  or  surrender  of  the  gift. 
8.  To  rebut  the  presumption  of  a  consideration  raised  by  a  written  as- 
signment from  the  testator  to  his  son,  plaintiff's  attorney  testified 
that  the  son,  in  his  deposition  taken  under  sec.  409G,  R.  S.,  had 
stated  that  no  consideration  was  paid.  Thereupon  the  court  held 
that  the  whole  deposition,  including  those  parts  relating  to  personal 
transactions  between  the  testator  and  his  son,  had  become  admissi- 
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ble  on  behalf  of  the  son.  Whether  this  ruling  was  wrong  is  not 
determined,  but  it  is  held  that  the  error,  if  any,  was  not  material^ 
the  trial  being  by  the  court  and  there  being  sufficient  other  com- 
petent testimony  to  support  the  judgment  In  such  a  case  the 
presumption  on  appeal  is  that  only  competent  testimony  had 
weight  with  the  court 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  St.  Croix 
county:  E.  B.  Bdndy,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed, 

This  is  an  action  by  the  executor  of  Patrick  Eiley,  to  re- 
cover the  amount  of  three  promissory  notes  executed  by  the 
defendant  James  McAndrexo  to  his  decedent  in  his  lifetime. 
The  notes  were  secured  by  a  mortgage  upon  land.  TT.  H. 
Riley^  a  son  of  Patrick  Riley,  claimed  to  be  the  owner  of 
the  notes  and  mortgage,  and  was  interpleaded.  The  issue 
tried  was  whether  TT.  H.  Riley  was  the  owner  of  the  notes 
and  mortgage.  The  court  found  that  he  was  the  owner, 
and  gave  him  judgment  for  the  amount  of  the  notes  against 
McAndrew.  As  to  the  plaintiff  the  action  was  dismissed. 
The  executor  appeals. 

W.  F.  McNally^  for  the  appellant,  argued,  inter  aliciy  that 
the  variance  between  the  pleading  and  proof  was  fatal.  It 
was  not  a  variance,  but  an  absolute  failure  of  proof.  R.  S. 
sec.  2671 ;  Krmchke  v,  Stefan,  83  Wis.  373 ;  Crook  v.  First 
Nat.  Bank,  id.  31;  Alhrecht  v.  M.  db  S,  R,  Co.  87  id.  105; 

Lagage  v,  C  <&  N,  W.  R.  Co,  91  id.  507;  E v.  II , 

20  id.  238;  Eilert  v.  Oshkosh,  14  id.  58G;  Borkenhagen  v. 
Paschen,  72  id.  272;  Warder  v,  Baldwin,  51  id.  459;  Souths 
wick  V.  First  Nat  Bank,  84  N.  Y.  428;  Triiesdell  v,  Sarlesj 
104  id.  164.  The  finding  of  a  gift  in pra^senti  was  not  sus- 
tained by  the  evidence.  The  reservation  of  the  interest  was 
fatal  to  such  a  gift.  Thornton,  Gifts,  §  92;  Buswell  v.  Ful- 
ler, 156  Mass.  309. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  John  W,  Bash- 
ford,  and  oral  argument  by  JoJin  W.  BasJford  and  R,  M. 
Bashford, 
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Newman,  J.  The  appellant  claims  that  there  was  an  en- 
tire failure  of  proof  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  Riley. 
This  can  be  true  only  in  a  case  where  the  proofs  fail  to  estab- 
lish the  issue  in  its  general  scope  and  meaning.  The  answer 
of  defendant  Eiley  alleged  that  he  was  the  owner  of  the 
notes  hy  purchase  from  his  father.  The  proofs  showed  that 
he  was  the  owner  by  gift  from  his  father.  The  substance 
of  the  issue  tendered  by  the  answer  was  the  ownership  of 
the  notes.  The  means  whereby  the  defendant  became  the 
owner  was  subordinate  and  incidental.  It  was  not  the  sub- 
stance of  the  issue.  Proof  of  ownership,  by  whatever  law- 
ful means,  established  the  issue  for  the  defendant,  in  its 
entire  scope  and  meaning.  It  has  been  held  by  this  court, 
in  a  case  where  the  complaint  was  for  goods  sold  and  the 
proof  was  of  a  conversion,  that  the  variance  was  immaterial, 
because  the  plaintifif  had  the  right  to  waive  the  tort  and  sue 
on  the  contract.  Walker  v.  Duncan^  68  Wis.  624.  A  vari- 
ance between  the  allegation  and  the  proofs  is  not  deemed 
material  unless  it  be  made  to  appear  that  the  adverse  party 
has  been  actually  misled  to  his  prejudice.  R.  S.  sec.  2669; 
Harper  v.  Milwaukee^  30  Wis.  3o5-373;  Eyan,  C.  J.,  in  Dela- 
plaine  v.  Tumley^  44  Wis.  43 ;  Engel  v.  Hardt^  56  Wis.  456. 
The  plaintiff  had  taken  the  defendant's  deposition  under  sec. 
4096,  E.  S.,  and  knew  the  true  nature  of  his  claim,  and  must 
have  come  expecting  to  meet  the  precise  claim  which  the 
proofs  tended  to  establish.  There  was  no  failure  of  proof 
or  material  variance. 

The  undisputed  evidence  shows  that,  some  years  before 
his  death,  Patrick  Eiley  indorsed  a  written  assignment  of 
the  mortgage,  and  the  notes  secured  by  it,  upon  the  mort- 
gage, and  delivered  all  the  papers,  as  a  gift,  to  his  son 
IF.  II.  Riley.  Patrick  Eiley  afterwards  told  the  defendant 
McAndrew  that  he  had  given  the  notes  and  mortgage  to 
W.  II.  Riley.    It  was  all  the  time  understood  that  the  father 
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was  to  have  the  interest  on  the  notes  so  long  as  he  lived. 
The  notes  were  afterwards  given  to  him,  that  he  might  re- 
ceive the  interest,  and  were  found  among  his  papers  after 
his  death.  These  facts  are  not  necessarily  inconsistent  with 
the  hypothesis  that  the  delivery  of  the  papers  to  W.  11.  Riley 
was  intended  to  take  efifect,  inprcesenti^  as  a  gift.  Nor  does 
the  fact  that  he  afterwards  obtained  possession  of  the  notes, 
for  the  purpose  named,  as  matter  of  law  establish  a  revoca- 
tion or  surrender  of  the  gift.  8  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law, 
1317.  The  evidence  is  sufficient  to  support  the  conclusion 
of  the  trial  court  in  that  behalf. 

The  evidence  which  tended  to  prove  the  consummation 
of  the  gift  was  the  testimony  of  T.  E.  Eiley,  who  was  a 
brother  of  TF.  II.  Riley^  and  who  was  present  at  and  wit- 
nessed the  transaction,  and  also  the  testimony  of  McAndrew 
that  Patrick  Eiley  told  him  that  he  had  given  the  notes  and 
mortgage  to  his  son  W.  it.  Riley.  To  rebut  the  presumption 
of  a  consideration  raised  by  the. written  instrument  of  assign- 
ment, the  plaintiflPs  attorney  took  the  witness  stand,  and 
testified  that  the  defendant  RiUy  had,  in  his  deposition 
taken  under  sec.  4096,  R  S.,  testified  that  no  consideration, 
had  been  paid.  The  court  thereupon  held  that  the  whole 
deposition  had  become  admissible  by  the  introduction  of  a 
part  of  it  in  evidence  by  the  plaintiff,  and  it  was  all  deceived 
in  evidence.  This  is  claimed  to  be  error.  But  In  re  Heaa^ 
Estate^  57  Minn.  282,  and  Jones,  Ev.  §  792,  and  cases  cited 
in  the  notes,  seem  to  support  this  ruling.  But,  if  the  ruling 
was  wrong,  ij;  is  not  reversible  error.  The  issue  was  tried 
by  the  court.  It  is  no  sufficient  ground  for  reversal  that 
incompetent  testimony  was  received,  where  there  is  sufficient 
competent  testimony  to  support  the  judgment.  It  will  be 
presumed,  in  favor  of  the  judgment,  that  only  the  compe- 
tent testimony  had  weight  with  the  court.  Wheeler  <&  W. 
Mfg.  Co.  'b.  LauB^  62  Wis.  635  j  Hooker  v.  Brandon^  75  "Wis. 
Vol.  98—5 
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8-16 ;  Frisk  v.  Edgelman^  75  Wis.  499 ;  Farr  v.  SemjpUy  81 
Wis.  230;  Eozeh  v.  RedzinsU,  87  Wis.  525. 

No  reversible  error  is  found. 

By  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


liS~~?l         EoLLiNS,  Appellant,  ts.  Humphrey,  Garnishee,  Respondent. 

^  66|  November  19  ^December  10, 1897. 

113       «846| 

Voluntary  assignment:  Pleading:  Bonds:  Erasureof  signature  of  surety: 
Adopting  seal:  Partnership:  Marshaling  assets, 

1.  An  assignment  for  the  benefit  of  creditors  is  alleged  with  saflScient 
particularity  to  allow  proof  of  the  fact  when  it  is  averred  that  the 
assignment  was  made;  that  it  was  in  due  form  of  law;  that  all 
conditions  required  by  statute  to  give  it  full  effect  and  validity 
have  been  performed;  and  that  the  assignee  has  entered  upon  the 
discharge  of  his  duties  thereunder. 

3.  The  bond  of  an  assignee  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  executed  by  the 

principal  and  ninety-five  sureties,  had  been  approved  by  the  county 
judge  who  took  it,  and  he  had  certified  that  the  property  of  the 
sureties  therein  named  was  worth  the  sum  specified.  The  signa- 
ture of  one  of  the  sureties  and  his  name  in  the  body  of  the  bond 
had  been  erased,  but  it  was  not  shown  when  the  erasure  was 
made.  Held,  that  the  erasure  was  not  such  a  suspicious  circum- 
stance as  to  call  for  explanation  before  the  bond  could  be  admitted 
in  evidence  in  garnishment  proceedings  against  the  assignee. 
8.  Two  or  more  persons  may  adopt  a  single  seal.  A  voluntary  assign- 
ment, therefore,  is  not  necessarily  rendered  void  as  to  attacking 
creditors  by  the  fact  that  there  Was  but  one  seal  or  scroll  on  the 
assignee's  bond,  and  that  opposite  the  signature  of  the  assignee. 

4.  Where  a  member  of  a  copartnership  has  made  a  voluntary  assign- 

ment of  his  individual  property,  creditors  of  the  partnership  are 
not  entitled  to  have  their  claims  paid  out  of  the  estate  in  the 
h^nds  of  the  assignee,  so  long  as  any  of  the  individual  creditors 
remain  unpaid  in  whole  or  in  part  Thayer  v»  Humphrey,  91  Wis. 
276,  followed. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  St.  Croix 
county :  O.  B.  Wyman,  Judge.    Affirmed. 
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On  June  15, 1893,  the  defendant  A.  J.  Goss,  being  engaged 
in  the  banking  business  at  Hudson,  made  to  the  garnishee, 
Humphrey^  a  voluntary  assignment  for  the  benefit  of  his 
creditors.  The  assignee  accepted  the  trust,  and  duly  quali- 
fied, and  entered  upon  his  duties  as  such  assignee.  About 
the  same  time  J.  B.  Goss,  a  son  of  the  said  A.  J.  Goss,  being 
engaged  in  the  milling  business  at  Eiver  Falls,  made  a  volun- 
tary assignment  for  the  benefit  of  his  creditors  to  one  Weld. 
December  23, 1893,  one  Lottie  Thaj'er  filed  her  claifn  against 
said  Humphrey^  as  such  assignee,  for  $619.40  upon  a  note 
for  that  amount  executed  by  J.  B.  Goss  under  the  name  of 
J.  B.  Goss  &  Co.,  claiming  that  A.  J.  Goss  was  the  company 
and  the  partner  of  J.  B.  Goss.  Judgment  was  rendered 
therein  for  $731.19  against  J.  B.  and  A.  J.  Goss,  April  28, 
1894.  Thereupon  such  judgment  was  filed  as  the  claim  of 
Lottie  Thayer  against  Humphrey^  as  assignee  of  A.  J.  Goss, 
and,  upon  being  heard,  the  same  was  disallowed  by  order  of 
the  circuit  court.  The  attorneys  for  the  respective  parties 
in  the  Thayer  Case  were  the  attorneys  for  the  respective 
parties  in  this  case.  July  25, 1894,  the  respective  attorneys 
entered  into  a  stipulation  entitled  in  the  Thayer  Case^  as  fol- 
lows: "The  objections  to  said  claim  having  been  tried  by 
the  court  on  July  24, 1894,  and  an  order  having  been  entered 
sustaining  such  objections,  and  there  being  many  claims 
similar  in  their  nature  to  the  claim  here  in  question,  which 
are  represented  by  the  same  attorney,  it  is  therefore  stipu- 
lated that  the  decision  in  this  case,  or,  in  the  event  of  an  ap- 
peal, then  the  final  decision  on  appeal,  shall  be  controlling 
and  decisive  upon  all  claims  of  creditors  of  J.  B.  Goss  &  Co., 
whether  here  filed  or  not,  so  far  as  the  undersigned  repre- 
sents such  creditors,  so  that  the  decision  in  this  case  shall  be 
decisive  of  all  claims  depending  upon  substantially  the  same 
facts."  The  appeal  from  the  judgment  in  the  Thayer  Case 
was  afiirmed  by  this  court,  September  26,  1895  {Thayer  v. 
Goss,  91  Wis.  90).  The  appeal  from  the  order  so  disallowing 
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the  Thayer  claim  was  aflBrmed  by  this  court,  September  26, 
1895  {Thayer  v.  Bumphrey,  91  Wis.  276,  289-297). 

On  September  27,  1894,  the  plaintiff  recovered  judgment 
against  J.  B.  and  A.  J.  Goss  upon  a  note  dated  April  17, 
1893,  made  by  J.  B.  Goss  in  the  name  of  J.  B,  Goss  &  Co., 
then  doing  business  at  Eiver  Falls,  for  $11,852.67,  upon  sub- 
stantially the  same  facts  and  upon  the  saine  principle  as 
were  determined  on  the  appeal  from  the  judgment  in  the 
Thayer  Case.  October  2,  1894,  the  plaintiff  brought  this 
action  of  garnishment  based  upon  that  judgment  against 
J.  B.  and  A.  J.  Goss,  as  principal  defendants,  and  garnished 
Humphrey^  the  assignee  of  A.  J.  Goss.  Humphrey^  as  such 
assignee,  justified  under  the  assignment,  and  denied  all  lia- 
bility. The  plaintiff  took  issue  with  the  answer  of  the 
garnishee. 

Upon  the  trial  the  court  found,  in  effect,  in  addition  to 
the  facts  stated,  that  the  bond  of  the  assignee  was  duly  ex- 
ecuted by  him  and  duly  sealed,  but  that  the  sureties  in 
executing  the  bond  adopted  the  seal  of  the  assignee  as  their 
seals,  and  became  thereby  bound;  that  the  erasure  of  the 
name  of  P.  Q.  Boyden, —  one  of  the  sureties  on  the  bond, — 
and  in  the  body  thereof,  was  made  by  some  person  unknown 
and  not  authorized,  after  the  bond  had  been  duly  filed  in  the 
oflBce  of  the  clerk  of  the  circuit  court;  that  the  ostensible 
value  of  the  assets  of  A.  J.  Goss,  at  the  time  of  the  assign- 
ment, was  upwards  of  $1,000,000,  and  their  net  value  then 
was  over  $400,000 ;  that  there  were  creditors  of  A.  J.  Goss 
whose  debts  were  incurred  in  his  individual  business,  and 
not  in  any  partnership  business,  to  the  extent  of  about 
§640,000;  that  all  such  creditors,  except  creditors  to  the 
amount  of  $15,000,  had  filed  and  proved  their  claims  pursu- 
ant to  law,  and  accepted  and  received  dividends  thereon  to 
the  amount  of  about  forty-eight  per  cent,  of  the  face  of 
their  claims,  and  had  in  all  respects  accepted  and  assented 
to  the  assignment;  that  the  plaintiff  had  not  filed  any  claim 
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against  the  estate  of  A.  J.  Goss ;  that  the  claims  of  the  indi- 
vidual creditors  of  A.  J.  Goss,  exclusive  of  the  business  of 
J.  B.  Goss  &  Co.,  will  much  more  than  exhaust  all  the  indi- 
vidual assets  of  A.  J.  Goss;  that  March  27, 1896,  and  after 
the  decision  of  this  court  in  the  Thayer  Case^  the  garnishee, 
Hwmphrey^  was  allowed  to  amend  his  answer  by  pleading 
the  stipulation  mentioned;  that  Humphrey^  as  garnishee, 
had  at  no  time  held  any  property,  credits,  or  eflFects  belong- 
ing to  A.  J.  Goss  or  J.  B.  Goss,  and  was  not  in  any  manner 
indebted  to  them,  or  either  of  them,  either  jointly  or  sev- 
erally. 

As  conclusions  of  law  the  court  found,  in  effect,  that  the 
assignment  of  A.  J.  Goss  was  valid ;  that  the  assignee's  bond 
therein  was  sufficiently  sealed  and  valid  and  binding;  that 
Humphrey^  as  assignee  under  the  assignment,  whether  valid 
or  not,  became  the  trustee  of  an  express  trust  in  favor  of 
such  individual  creditors  of  A.  J.  Goss  as  had  or  should  file 
their  claims  against  his  estate;  that  the  plaintiff  has  a  right 
to  file  his  claim  against  such  assets,  but  has  no  right  to  have 
any  part  of  the  same  paid  to  him  as  long  as  any  of  the  indi- 
vidual creditors  of  A.  J.  Goss  remain  unpaid  in  whole  or  in 
part;  that  the  plaintiff  was  and  is  bound  by  the  stipulation 
mentioned;  that  no  ground  exists  for  setting  aside  the  stip- 
ulation or  to  relieve  the  plaintiff  therefrom ;  that  judgment 
be  entered  accordingly  in  favor  of  the  garnishee,  Ilumjylirey^ 
and  against  the  plaintiff. 

From  the  judgment  so  entered  the  plaintiff  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  briefs 
of  J.  S.  White  &  F.  M.  White.  They  contended,  inter  alia^ 
that  it  was  incumbent  on  the  party  offering  the  bond  to  ex- 
plain the  erasures, —  to  show  the  time  when,  the  person  by 
whom,  and  the  intent  with  which  it  was  made.  Page  v, 
Banaher,  43  Wis.  221, 224-226;  Heath  v.  State,  14  Tex.  App. 
213;  Davis  v.  State,  5  id.  48;  £^iser  v.  State,  13  id.  201; 
Smith  V.  U.  S.  2  Wall.  232;  Courcamp  v.  Weher,  39  Ifeb. 
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533,  536-538.  The  erasure  rendered  the  bond  void  as  to  all 
other  sureties  not  having  notice  of  or  consenting  to  it;  and 
no  recovery  could  be  had  thereon  against  such  sureties. 
Sa/rUey  ds  Co.  v.  Cc/rloy,  150  Pa.  St.  23,  29;  Smith  v.  U.  S. 
2  Wall.  219,  234-236;  Stute  v.  McOonigle,  101  Mo.  353,  359- 
368;  State  ex  rel.  Howell  Co.  v.  Findley^  id.  368;  McCramer 
^.  Thompson^  21  Iowa,  244,  251,  252;  State  ex  rel.  Griswold 
V.  Blair^  32  Ind.  313,  316;  State  v.  Craig,  58  Iowa,  238,  240; 
Howe  V.  Peabody,  2  Gray,  556 ;  Heath  v.  State,  14  Tex.  App. 
213,  216;  Davis  v.  State,  5  id.  48,  50;  Martin  v.  Thomas,  24 
How.  315,  317;  Hessell  v.  Johnson,  63  Mich.  623.  The  bur- 
den was  on  the  defendant  to  prove  that  the  other  sureties 
authorized  or  ratified  the  alteration.  State  ex  rel.  Howell 
Co.  V.  Findley,  101  Mo.  368;  Schwalm  v.  Mclntyre^  17  Wis, 
232,235. 

For  the  respondent  there  were  briefs  by  Spooner,  Sanborn 
<&  Spooner,  and  oral  argument  by  ^.  Z.  Sanio7*n.  They 
argued,  among  other  things,  that  the  mere  fact  of  an  alter- 
ation or  erasure  in  an  instrument  does  not,  per  se,  raise  any 
presumption  either  for  or  against  the  validity  of  the  writing. 
2  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law  (2d  ed.),  274;  Page  v.  Danaher, 
43  Wis.  221 ;  Prieger  v.  Exchange  Mut.  Ins.  Co.  6  Wis.  89, 
104.  The  bond  was  approved  by  the  county  judge  of  St. 
Croix  county.  Such  approval  amounted  to  a  certificate  of 
the  sufficiency  of  the  sureties.  It  is  to  be  presumed  that  an 
officer  charged  with  a  legal  duty  has  performed  it.  It  is 
therefore  to  be  presumed  either  that  the  erasure  was  not 
made  until  after  the  approval  of  the  bond,  or,  if  made  be- 
fore, that  the  judge  inquired  into  the  matter  and  found  that 
it  was  not  made  in  such  a  way  as  to  aflfect  the  validity  of 
the  bond.    HaU  v.  Smith,  14  Bush,  604. 

Cassoday,  C.  J.  The  plaintiff  is  a  judgment  creditor  of 
the  alleged  firm  of  S.  B.  Goss  &  Co.  A.  J.  Goss  was  held 
to  be  a  member  of  that  firm  by  reason  of  allowing  himself 
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to  be  held  oat  as  such,  although  he  was  not,  in  fact,  a  mem- 
ber at  the  time  the  indebtedness  to  the  plaintiff  was  incurred. 
The  plaintiff,  as  such  creditor  of  the  firm,  seeks  by  this  gar- 
nishment to  reach  the  assets  assigned  by  A.  J.  Goss  person- 
ally to  the  defendant  Humphrey  upon  several  grounds. 

1.  It  is  contended  that  the  answer  of  the  garnishee  fails 
to  allege  the  assignment  to  himself  by  A.  J.  Goss  with  suffi- 
cient particularity  to  allow  proof  of  the  same.  It  alleges 
the  making  of  the  assignment,  that  it  was  in  due  form  of 
law,  and  that  all  conditions  required  by  the  statute  to  give 
it  full  effect  and  validity  had  been  performed,  and  that  he 
had  entered  upon  the  discharge  of  his  duties  thereunder, 
and  denies  all  liability.  If  the  answer  was  not  sufficiently 
definite  and  certain,  the  plaintiff's  remedy  was  by  motion 
to  make  it  more  so.  There  is  no  ground  for  holding  that  it 
was  insufficient  or  demurrable. 

2.  It  is  contended  that  the  assignee  failed  to  give  such  a 
bond  as  is  required  by  the  statute.  E.  S.  sec.  1694.  The 
bond  was  signed  by  Humphrey^  as  principal,  and  ninety-five 
persons,  as  sureties,  including  one  P.  Q.  Boyden,  whose  sig- 
nature and  name  in  the  body  of  the  bond  appear  to  have 
been  erased.  The  bond  was  fully  approved  by  the  county 
judge  who  took  the  same,  as  required  by  the  statute;  and 
he  certified  that  the  property  of  the  sureties  therein  named 
was  worth,  in  the  aggregate,  the  sum  therein  specified.  Pre- 
sumptively, the  sureties  on  the  bond  were  sufficient  at  the 
time  it  was  so  taken  and  filed.  Bracken  Go,  ComrrCra  v. 
DatcTTiy  80  Ky.  388.  The  erasures  mentioned  were  not  such 
a  suspicious  circumstance  as  called  for  explanation  before 
the  bond  fcould  be  admitted  in  evidence.  Austin  v.  Austm^ 
45  Wis.  523. 

3.  Another  objection  to  the  bond  is  thai  there  was  but 
one  seal  or  scroll,  and  that  that  was  opposite  the  signature 
of  the  assignee,  Humphrey^  the  first  on  the  list.  It  is,  un- 
doubtedly, the  law  that  two  or  more  persons  may  adopt  a 
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single  seal.  Pickens  v,  Rymer^  90  N.  0.  282;  8.  C.  47  Am. 
Kep.  521,  and  cases  there  cited.  See,  also,  Draper  v.  Spring- 
port^  104  U.  S.  601.  This  is  not  in  conflict  with  Yale  v. 
Flanders^  4  Wis.  96.  The  assignment  from  A.  J.  Qoss  to 
the  garnishee,  Ilumphrey^  appears  to  have  been  valid  in  all 
respects. 

4.  This  being  so,  it  is  very  obvious  that,  although  the 
plaintiff  has  the  right  to  prove  his  claim  against  J.  B.  and 
A.  J.  Goss,  yet  the  court  very  properly  held  that  he  had  no 
right  to  have  any  part  of  the  same  paid  out  of  the  estate 
held  by  Humphrey^  as  the  assignee  of  A.  J.  Goss,  as  long  as 
any  of  the  individual  creditors  of  A.  J.  Goss  remained  un- 
paid, in  whole  or  in  part.  This  was  settled  in  the  case  of 
Thayer  v.  Humphrey^  91  Wis.  276,  297,  299,  and  the  plaint- 
iff, in  the  case  at  bar,  appears  to  have  stipulated  to  abide  by 
that  decision.  True,  the  plaintiff  has  not  proved  his  claim 
against  the  assets  in  the  hands  of  the  assignee,  Humphrey; 
doubtless  for  the  reason  that  the  fact  is,  as  found  by  tho 
trial  court,  that  the  indebtedness  of  A.  J.  Goss,  individually, 
is  more  than  enough  to  exhaust  all  the  individual  assets  of 
A.  J.  Goss  so  in  the  hands  of  Humphrey.  Besides,  it  ap- 
pears that  nearly  all  of  such  creditors  of  A.  J.  Goss,  indi- 
vidually, have  proved  their  claims  against  his  estate  in  the 
hands  of  Humphrey^  as  assignee ;  and  it  is  very  questionable, 
at  least,  whether  the  plaintiff,  as  a  creditor  of  J.  B.  Goss  & 
Co.,  could  destroy  or  frustrate  the  assignment,  as  against 
the  creditors  of  A.  J.  Goss,  individually,  who  have  thus 
proved  their  claims,  and  hence  are  estopped  from  contro- 
verting the  validity  of  the  assignment, —  even  had  the  bond 
been  defective. 

We  perceive  no  reversible  error  in  the  record. 

By  the  Cowrt. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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JxNSBN,  Appellant,  ts.  The  Hudson  Sawmill  Company,  Re- 
spondent. 

November  SO — December  10, 1897. 

Master  and  servant:  Personal  injuriea:  Negligence:  Contributory  negli- 
gence: Pleading, 

!•  In  an  action  for  personal  injuries  received  by  an  employee  in  a  saw- 
mill whose  arm  had  been  caught  in  an  un^^uarded  endless  chain 
on  a  conveyor,  and  drawn  between  the  chain  and  the  sprockets, 
crushing  it  and  otherwise  injuring  him,  a  complaint  alleging  ex- 
plicitly that  the  machine  was  dangerous,  that  it  could  have  been 
guarded  and  protected  with  little  expense  so  as  to  obviate  the  dan- 
ger; that  similar  machines  in  other  mills  in  that  locality  were  s» 
guarded;  and  that  the  mill  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  conveyor 
was  npt  properly  lighted  so  as  to  enable  employees  working  there 
to  avoid  danger  while  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties,  is  field  suf- 
ficient to  charge  the  defendant  with  actionable  negligence  which 
was  the  proximate  cause  of  the  injury. 

2l  a  complaint  in  such  a  case  alleging,  among  other  things,  that  the 
plaintiff  was  a  common  laborer,  inexperienced  and  unfamiliar 
with  sawmill  machinery  and  the  dangers  incident  thereto;  that 
the  defendant  improperly  placed  him  at  work  in  close  proximity 
to  the  machine  mentioned,  without  informing  him  of  the  dangers 
arising  from  the  unguarded  condition  of  the  chain  and  sprockets 
of  the  conveyor;  that  plaintiff  informed  defendant,  May  22, 1893, 
that  his  employment  under  such  circumstances  was  dangerous, 
and  that  he  would  quit  unless  the  defendant  furnished  him  better 
light  and  guarded  said  chain  and  sprockets;  that  the  defendant 
promised  to  comply  with  such  demands;  and  that  the  plaintiff, 
relying  thereon,  remained  in  the  employment,  and  received  the 
injuries  of  which  he  complained  on  the  24th  of  the  same  month, — 
does  not,  as  matter  of  law,  show  either  contributory  negligence  or 
assumption  by  plaintiff  of  the  risk  of  being  injured  in  his  employ- 
ment in  the  manner  stated. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  St.  Croix 
county :  W.  F.  Bailey,  Judge.     Reversed. 
•  This  is  an  appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  sus- 
taining a  demurrer  to  the  plaintiff's  amended  complaint,  oa 


M     78 

108   278 

98            78 

112       n88 

112       «192 

74  SUPKEME  OOUKT  OF  WISCOJ^SIN.  [98 

Jensen  vs.  The  Hudson  Sawmill  Ca 

the  ground  that  the  same  did  not  state  facts  snfScient  to 
constitute  a  cause  of  action.  The  complaint  alleged,  in  sub- 
stance, the  following  facts: 

The  defendant  was  the  owner  and  engaged  in  operating 
a  sawmill.  Situated  about  in  the  center  of  the  mill  and  a 
part  of  its  machinery,  was,  at  the  time  of  the  happening  of 
the  injuries  complained  of,  a  certain  machine,  called  a  con- 
veyor, used  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  and  conveying  edg- 
ings, sawdust,  chips,  and  refuse  material  from  the  mill  to  the 
engine  room,  where  the  same  were  burned  as  fuel.  The  con- 
veyor was  about  sixty  feet  long,  and  at  the  easterly  end 
raised  about  the  height  of  nine  feet  above  the  floor  of  the 
mill,  and  at  the  westerly  end  to  about  the  height  of  eighteen 
feet  above  the  floor.  Said  conveyor  was  in  the  form  of  a 
huge  trough,  about  twelve  inches  deep  and  fourteen  inches 
wide;  and  running  in  said  trough  and  over  sprockets  at  each 
end  was  an  endless  chain,  constructed  of  three-quarter  inch 
iron,  each  of  the  links  of  which  was  flattened  on  the  top,  so 
that  it  ran  along  and  scraped  over  the  bottom  of  the  trough 
when  the  said  chain  and  conveyor  were  in  motion,  and  the 
part  of  the  chain  running  over  the  top  of  the  sprockets  pro- 
jected to  the  height  of  three  inches  over  the  rim  and  top  of 
the  trough.  The  motive  power  of  the  mill  was  steam,  and 
all  of  the  m^^chinery,  and  particularly  the  conveyor  and 
chain,  revolved  and  moved  with  great  rapidity,  the  sprocket 
wheel  making  forty  revolutions  per  minute.  On  the  north- 
erly side  of  said  conveyor,  and  about  three  feet  east  of  the 
westerly  end  thereof,  was  a  spout  or  slide  leading  from  the 
edger  in  the  mill  to  and  over  said  chain  and  conveyor,  car- 
rying the  edgings  and  refuse  from  said  edger  over,  into, 
and  upon  the  conveyor  and  chain.  On  the  southerly  and 
lower  end  of  said  spout,  leading  from  said  edger,  were  five 
iron  bars,  which  extended  in  a  northerly  and  southerly  di- 
rection from  and  parallel  with  said  last-mentioned  spout, 
which  extended  over  said  conveyor,  preventing  the  larger 
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pieces  of  said  refuse  from  dropping  into  and  upon  the  said 
conveyor  and  chain  and  clogging  and  obstructing  the  same. 
On  the  southerly  side  of  said  conveyor,  immediately  adjacent 
to  and  touching  the  west  end  thereof,  was  a  certain  post, 
about  twelve  inches  square,  for  the  purpose  of  supporting 
the  second  floor  of  the  mill,  and,  at  the  place  where  the  said 
conveyor  was  located,  it  was  at  all  times  so  dark  that  it  was 
almost  impossible  to  see  the  chain  and  sprockets  of  the  con- 
veyor, and  the  darkness  increased  the  dangers  of  the  plaint- 
iflTs  employment,  to  the  knowledge  of  the  defendant.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  defendant  to  provide  good,  safe  ma- 
chinery and  apparatus,  and  a  reasonably  safe  place  in  which 
the  plaintiff  was  to  perform  said  work,  and  to  have  and  to 
keep  such  chain  and  sprockets,  and  particularly  tlie  lower 
and  westerly  end  of  said  chain,  and  the  westerly  or  lower 
one  of  said  sprockets,  covered  and  protected,  so  that  the 
same  would  not  be  dangerous  to  the  employees  and  others 
in  the  vicinity  thereof.  It  was  so  made  the  duty  of  the  de- 
fendant by  the  laws  of  the  state,  but  it  had,  for  a  long  time 
prior  to  the  happening  of  the  injury  complained  of,  unlaw- 
fully, recklessly,  and  negligently  left  and  permitted  the  same 
to  be  uncovered  and  unprotected,  without  any  means  or  de- 
vices whatever  to  prevent  its  employees  and  others  in  the 
vicinity  thereof  getting  caught  in  the  same  and  being  drawn 
therein  and  thereby  injured;  and  said  machinery  and  con- 
veyor were,  at  the  time  of  the  plaintiff's  injury,  dangerous 
in  the  extreme,  by  reason  of  the  facts  herein  alleged. 

In  the  spring  of  1891  the  plaintiff  was  in  the  employ  of 
the  defendant,  as  a  common  laborer  in  the  yard  of  its  mill, 
on  what  is  known  as  the  "dump."  Afterwards,  and  on 
May  20,  1893,  he  was  required  by  the  defendant  to  work 
and  be  in  the  mill,  in,  around,  and  between  the  machinery 
therein,  and  to  keep  the  floor  of  the  mill  clean  and  free  from 
sawdust  and  refuse,  and  was  ordered  by  the  said  defendant 
to  work  around  the  said  conveyor,  and  to  carry  edgings, 
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bart,  and  other  refuse  thereto,  and  to  the  lower  end  thereof^ 
and  put  the  same  upon  and  in  said  conveyor,  so  that  it  might 
and  would  be  carried,  out  of  said  mill.  Afterwards,  about 
May  22, 1893,  while  working  as  thus  directed,  the  plaintiff  be- 
came apprehensive  that  he  was  liable  to  or  might  be  injured 
because  the  said  conveyor  was  uncovered  and  unprotected 
over  and  around  the  said  chain  and  sprocket,  and  because 
of  the  almost  total  darkness  therein,  and  from  the  fact  that 
no  guard  or  protection  existed  to  prevent  his  being  caught 
and  injured,  and,  although  the  plaintiff  at  that  time  did  not 
know  and  apprehend  the  precise  danger  and  risk  incident 
to  such  employment,  still  he  thereupon,  a  few  daj^s  prior  to 
the  happening  of  his  injuries,  told  the  defendant  that  he 
considered  such  place  dangerous,  and  he  would  then  and 
there  quit  unless  the  defendant  would  properly  cover  and 
protect  said  chain,  sprocket,  and  conveyor,  and  more  partic- 
ularly the  westerly  end  thereof,  and  furnish  better  light,  so 
that  the  plaintiff  could  see  the  machinery  of  the  said  mill^ 
and  could  work  around  and  between  the  machinery  thereof, 
and  especially  around  the  conveyor  herein  described,  without 
danger  of  injury;  and  the  defendant  thereupon  promised  to 
have  the  same  covered,  guarded,  and  protected,  so  as  to  pre- 
vent the  plaintiff  being  caught  and  injured  thereby,  and  to 
provide  better  light  therein,  and  directed  the  plaintiff  to 
continue  at  work  in  and  around  said  conveyor  and  machin- 
ery. Relying  upon  said  promise,  the  plaintiff  continued  in 
such  employment;  but  the  defendant,  not  regarding  its  duty, 
conducted  itself  so  negligently  that  it  failed  to  provide  a 
good,  safe  place  in  which  the  plaintiff  was  to  perform  his 
Avork,  in  not  having  the  mill  properly  lighted,  and  particu- 
larly in  not  providing  sufficient  light  so  that  the  plaintiff 
could  see  the  chain  and  sprockets  of  said  conveyor,  and  in 
not  covering,  fencing,  and  protecting  the  said  chain  and 
sprockets  as  aforesaid.  By  reason  of  such  negligence  in  the 
premises,  and  while  said  defective  machine  was  in  use  and 


Wis.]  AUGUST  TEEM,  1897.  77 

Jensen  v&  The  Hudson  Sawmill  Ca 

operation,  and  while  the  plaintiff  was  engaged  as  directed 
and  in  the  strict  line  of  his  duty,  and  under  the  direction  of 
the  said  defendant,  without  fault  or  negligence  ,on  his  part, 
and  wholly  by  reason  of  the  said  negligence  of  the  defend- 
ant, on  the  21th  of  May,  1893,  and  while  his  attention  was 
momentarily  attracted  elsewhere,  his  clothes  were  caught 
by  the  said  projecting,  unguarded  chain  of  said  conveyor, 
and  he  was  drawn  therein,  and  his  right  arm  was  drawn 
under  and  between  the  chain  and  sprockets  of  said  convej^or 
at  the  westerly  end  thereof,  and  was  crushed,  torn,  and 
mangled  to  such  an  extent  that  it  became  necessary  to  have 
the  same  amputated  between  the  wrist  and  elbow;  and  his 
left  arm  was  crushed,  torn,  lacerated,  and  bruised,  and  the 
tendons  and  muscles  thereof  strained  and  injured,  to  such 
an  extent  that  said  left  arm  was  crippled  and  rendered  al- 
most useless;  and  he  was  also  otherwised  injured  in  his  head, 
neck,  face,  chest,  back,  spine,  and  spinal  cord,  internally 
and  otherwise. 

The  plaintiff  further  alleged  that  he  (plaintiff)  was  a  com- 
mon laborer,  wholly  unfamiliar  with  sawmill  machinery  and 
the  dangers  incident  thereto  and  connected  therewith,  and, 
prior  to  the  happening  of  the  injury,  had  no  knowledge  or 
notice  of  the  dangerous  condition  of  said  conveyor,  as  the 
defendant  well  knew;  that  his  injuries  are  permanent  in 
their  nature,  and  were  caused  by  the  said  negligent  and 
careless  acts  and  omissions  of  the  defendant  herein,  and  by 
taking  the  plaintiff,  a  common  laborer  and  an  inexperienced 
man,  without  knowledge  of  machinery  and  of  the  risks  and 
dangers  of  the  employment,  and  placing  him  in  and  around 
such  unfenced  and  unprotected  and  uncovered  sprockets  and 
chain  of  said  conveyor,  without,  as  is  the  fact,  informing 
him  of  the  dangers  thereof  and  incident  thereto,  and  in  leav- 
ing the  said  sprockets  and  chain  of  said  conveyor  unpro- 
tected and  unguarded,  and  in  permitting  the  said  chain  to 
project  above  the  rim  of  the  trough  in  which  the  same  so 
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ran,  and  in  not  providing  sufficient  light  so  that  the  plaint- 
iff could  see  the  machinery  of  the  mill.  , 

It  was  further  alleged  that  there  were  various  devices  in 
existence  and  in  general  use  at  sawmills  and  factories  for 
the  purpose  of  guarding  and  covering  such  chains  and  sprock- 
ets, and  that  such  means  and  devices  could  be  and  were,  iu 
such  mills  other  than  the  one  in  question,  used  and  employed 
at  little  or  no  expense,  and  without  hindering  or  affecting 
the  usefulness  or  operation  of  the  machinery,  as  the  defend- 
ant well  knew;  that,  previous  to  his  injury,  plaintiff  was  an 
able-bodied  man,  capable  of  earning,  and  did  earn,  large 
wages;  that  his  injuries  so  received  had  rendered  him  a 
cripple  for  life,  and  incapacitated  him  for  doing  any  work 
or  labor  whatsoever;  that  he  had  been  compelled  to  expend 
large  sums  of  money  for  medical  and  surgical  aid  and  attend- 
ance, and  would  be  compelled  to  make  large  payments  for 
like  purposes  in  the  future;  that  he  had  been  compelled  to 
submit  to  great  bodily  and  mental  pain  and  anguish,  and 
would  be  compelled  so  to  suffer  for  the  rest  of  his  life. 
Judgment  was  demanded  for  the  sum  of  $20,000,  for  the 
wrong  and  injuries  aforesaid. 

The  circuit  court  made  an  order  sustaining  the  demurrer 
and  directing  a  dismissal  of  the  complaint,  from  which  the 
plaintiff  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  T.  F.  Frawley  and 
W.  G.  Donovan^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Donovan. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  John  W.  Bash- 
ford^  attorney,  and  Bashford^  Aylward  <&  Sjpensl^y^  of  coun- 
sel, and  oral  argument  by  i?.  M.  Baahford  and  John  W. 
Bashford. 

PiNNEY,  J.  1.  Upon  the  subject  of  the  negligence  of  the 
defendant,  the  averments  of  the  complaint  are  quite  explicit 
as  to  the  dangerous  character  of  the  conveyor  as  it  was  con- 
structed and  operated,  and  show  the  absence  of  the  care  and 
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precantion  which  ordinarily  prudent  persons  are  alleged  to 
observe  in  respect  to  similar  affairs  under  like  circumstances. 
It  is  alleged  that  the  conveyor  could  have  been,  as  is  usual 
in  other  mills  in  that  part  of  the  country,  guarded  and  pro- 
tected with  little  expense,  so  that  the  danger  of  working 
around  and  about  the  same  would  have  been  obviated.  There 
are  averments  showing  that  this  machine,  as  constructed  and 
operated,  was  not  reasonably  safe.  The  prominent  element 
of  danger  relied  on  is  the  want  of  proper  light  in  the  mill  to 
enable  employees  to  see  the  chain  and  various  parts  of  the 
conveyor  while  revolving  or  moving  with  rapidity.  It  does 
not  appear  that  the  danger  of  working  in  the  mill  and  around 
the  conveyor  was  imminent,  but  the  inference  is  quite  clear 
that,  if  the  mill  was  properly  lighted,  the  plaintiff  and  other 
operatives  might,  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties,  avoid 
danger  of  injury.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  defendant  to  use 
reasonable  care  and  precaution  to  prevent  injury  to  the 
plaintiff  and  other  operatives  from  the  causes  mentioned  in 
the  complaint.  As  was  said  by  Mr.  Justice  NawMANin  Guin- 
ard  V.  Knajpp-Stout  <&  Co.  Company y  95  Wis.  486 :  "  l^o  doubt, 
the  test  of  negligence  is  the  presence  or  absence  of  that  de- 
gree of  care  which  ordinarily  prudent  persons  are  accus- 
tomed to  observe  about  the  same  or  similar  affairs  in  the 
same  or  similar  circumstances."  As  there  said :  "  The  em- 
ployer may  carry  on  his  business  in  such  places  as  he  pleases, 
and  with  such  machinery  and  appliances  as  he  may  choose, 
provided  only  he  does  not  violate  the  positive  law  of  the 
land,  nor  expose  his  employee  to  unknown  danger."  "Iho 
employee  is  deemed  to  accept  the  place  furnished  to  work, 
with  the  risk  of  such  dangers  as  he  knows  or  can  discover  by 
the  exercise  of  ordinary  attention."  Failure  to  properly  light 
the  place  in  a  sawmill  where  the  employees  are  required  to 
work  around  or  in  close  proximity  to  strong  and  dangerous 
machinery,  by  which  they  are  liable  to  suffer  sudden  and  un- 
expected injury  for  want  of  proper  light  to  see  the  same,  is 
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relied  on  as  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  employer.  If 
evidence  should  be  given  at  the  trial  tending  to  prove  the 
acts  or  omissions  relied  on  as  negligent,  the  case  would  have 
to  go  to  Ihe  jury,  that  they  might  draw  the  proper  inferences 
or  conclusions  as  to  whether  negligence  on  the  part  of  the 
defendant  had  been  established.  We  think  that  the  com- 
plaint does  sufficiently  charge  the  defendant  with  actionable 
negligence  which  was  the  proximate  cause  of  the  plaintiff's 
injury.  It  does  not  appear  that  the  conduct  of  the  defend- 
ant came  up  to  the  standard  of  persons  generally  in  the  same 
business,  under  the  same  or  like  circumstances,  but  this  will 
be  proper  matter  of  proof  at  the  trial. 

2.  It  is  contended  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  that  the 
allegations  of  the  complaint  show  that  the  plaintiff  assumed 
the  risk  of  injury  in  his  employment  from  the  causes  al- 
leged in  the  complaint,  and  was  guilty  of  contributory  neg- 
ligence tending  to  produce  the  injury  of  which  he  complains. 
It  will  be  convenient  to  consider  these  questions  together, 
as  they  are  so  nearly  related.  Indeed,  assumption  of  un- 
usual risk  is  considered  a  species  of  contributory  negligence. 
Whittaker's  Smith,  Neg.  398;  Nadau  v.  White  River  Lum- 
her  Co.  76  Wis.  131;  Ilazen  v.  West  Superior  Lumber  Co.  91 
Wis.  213;  Darcey  v.  Farmers^  Lumber  Co.  87  Wis.  249; 
Peterson  v.  Sherry  Luiviber  Go.  90  Wis.  93.  Where  a  defect 
or  danger  is  open  and  obvious  to  a  person  of  ordinary  intel- 
ligence and  judgment,  although  it  exists  in  consequence  of 
the  negligence  or  default  of  the  employer,  knowledge  of  it 
on  the  part  of  an  employee  of  mature  years  will  be  pre- 
sumed; and,  although  the  employer  may  be  said  to  have 
been  guilty  of  negligence  in  keeping  his  premises  or  ma- 
chinery in  a  dangerous  condition,  the  employee  is  also  guilty 
of  negligence  in  accepting  the  service  and  continuing  in  it; 
and  this  becomes  equivalent  to  contributory  negligence  on 
his  part,  and  will  prevent  a  recovery.  Ilazen  v.  West  Su- 
perior Luinber  Co.  91  Wis.  213.     The  rule  as  to  the  effect 
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of  the  promise  alleged  to  have  been  made  to  the  plaintiff, 
and  which  is  said  to  have  induced  him  to  remain  in  the  de- 
fendant's employment,  seems  to  be  that  where  there  is  an 
objection  by  an  employee  against  continuing  in  the  employ- 
ment of  the  master  because  of  some  special  risk  attending 
it,  and  a  promise  by  the  master  to  remove  the  danger  within 
a  reasonable  time,  a  continuation  of  such  employment  in . 
consideration  of  such  promise  will  relieve  the  employee  of 
the  charge  of  contributory  negligence  if  injured  because  of 
such  danger  within  such  time,  unless  the  risk  is  so  obvious 
and  immediate  that  serious  injury  may  probably  result  from 
a  continuance  of  the  work.  "  If  the  services  cannot  be  con- 
tinued without  constant  and  immediate  danger,  and  the 
danger  and  its  character  are  fully  known  to  the  employee, 
he  assumes  the  risk  of  the  employment.  ...  If  the 
danger  is  not  great  and  constant,  then  such  promise  may 
well  be  deemed  to  relieve  him;  but  if  it  is  great  and  imme- 
diate, and  of  such  a  nature  that  a  prudent  man  would  not 
ordinarily  incur  it,  such  a  promise  does  not  nullify  or  excuse 
the  contributory  negligence."  Erdman  v,  lUinois  Steel  Co. 
"95  Wis.  14,  and  cases  cited. 

It  is  alleged  in  the  complaint  that  the  plaintiff  was  a  com- 
mon laborer  and  inexperienced  and  unfamiliar  with  sawmill 
machinery  and  the  dangers  incident  thereto  and  connected 
therewith ;  and  it  is  charged  that  the  defendant  improperly 
placed  him  at  work  in  close  proximity  to  the  machinery  men- 
tioned in  the  complaint,  without  informing  him  of  the  dan- 
gers thereof  by  reason  of  the  unguarded  condition  of  the  chain 
xind  sprockets  of  the  conveyor;  that  he  concluded  that  his 
employment  under  such  circumstances  was  dangerous,  and 
that  he  would  quit  unless  the  defendant  would  furnish  better 
light  and  properly  cover  and  protect  said  chain  and  sprock- 
ets, and  he  so  informed  the  defendant  May  22,  1893;  that 
the  defendant  promised  to  furnish  better  light,  and  to  guard 
and  protect  said  chain  and  sprockets,  and,  relying  thereon, 
Vou98— 6 
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he  remained  in  the  said  employment,  and  received  the  in- 
juries of  which  he  complains,  as  stated,  on  the  24th  of  the 
same  month.  In  Jones  v.  Florence  Mining  Go,  66  "Wis.  271, 
it  is  laid  down  as  "now  clearly  settled  that  if  a  master  em- 
ploys a  servant  to  do  work  in  a  dangerous  place,  or  where 
the  mode  of  doing  the  work  is  dangerous  and  apparent  to  a 
person  of  capacity  and  knowledge  of  the  subject,  yet  if  the 
servant  employed  to  do  work  of  such  a  dangerous  character 
or  in  a  dangerous  place,  from  youth,  inexperience,  ignorance, 
or  want  of  general  capacity,  may  fail  to  appreciate  the  dan- 
gers, it  is  a  breach  of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  master  to  ex-- 
pose  a  servant  of  such  character,  even  with  his  own  consent, 
to  such  dangers,  unless  he  first  gives  him  such  instructions 
or  cautions  as  will  enable  him  to  comprehend  them  and  do 
his  work  safely,  with  proper  care  on  his  part."  McDougall  v. 
Ashlcmd  Sulphite-Filre  Co.  97  Wis.  382,  and  cases  cited.  As 
was  said  in  Rummell  v.  Dilworth^  111  Pa.  St.  350:  "  In  view 
of  the  facts  alleged,  actual  experiment  only  could  disclose 
to  the  plaintiff  the  degree  of  peril  he  assumed.  The  ma- 
chinery was  open  to  the  view  of  the  plaintiff,  but  whether 
he  was  liable  to  be  drawn  into  the  machinery  depended 
upon  matters  with  which  he  was  totally  unacquainted,  and 
which  he  could  learn  only  by  actual  experiment.  The  plaint- 
iff cannot  be  supposed  or  assumed  to  have  accepted  in  ad- 
vance a  peril  which  he  could  not  estimate,  and  the  extent 
of  which,  for  lack  of  experience,  he  could  not  have  known. 
Where  there  is  any  doubt  whether  the  employee  was  ac- 
quainted, or  ought  to  have  been  made  acquainted,  with  the 
risk,  the  determination  of  the  question  is  necessarily  for  the 
jury."  If  the  master  has  promised  to  repair  a  defect  within 
a  reasonable  time,  the  fact  that  the  servant  subsequently 
remained  in  his  employment,  in  the  well-grounded  belief 
that  the  dangers  would  be  obviated,  does  not  necessarily,  as 
a  matter  of  law,  make  him  guilty  of  contributory  negligence. 
It  is  a  question  for  the  jury  whether,  in  relying  upon  such 
promise,  and  continuing  in  the  employment  after  he  knew 
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of  its  insufficient  condition,  he  was  in  tbo  exercise  of  due 
care.  The  burden  of  proof  in  such  a  case  is  upon  the  com- 
pany to  show  contributory  negligence.  Hough  v.  Railway 
Co,  100  U.  S.  215.  It  is  a  question  of  fact  for  the  jury  to 
determine  whether  the  defect  is  so  serious  or  the  dangers 
so  great  that  a  prudent  person  would  not  continue  in  the 
performance  of  the  required  work.  Chicago  D.  F.  &  F.  Co. 
v.  Van  Dam,  149  111.  337. 

For  the  reasons  stated,  we  do  not  think  that  the  allega- 
tions of  the  complaint  show,  as  a  matter  of  law,  either  that 
the  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  contributory  negligence,  or  that 
he  assumed  the  risk  of  being  injured  in  his  employment  in 
the  manner  stated  in  the  complaint.  The  proof  that  will 
necessarily  be  admissible  in  support  of  the  allegations  of  the 
complaint  will  be  of  the  particular  facts  and  circumstances 
of  the  case,  from  which  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  jury  to 
draw  proper  inferences  as  to  these  questions,  so  that  ulti- 
mately the  truth  of  the  matter  alleged  in  the  complaint  will 
be  for  the  consideration  and  determination  of  the  jury;  and 
it  is  impossible  to  properly  pronounce  against  the  plaintiff^ 
as  a  matter  of  law,  in  advance  of  the  trial.  It  follows  from 
these  views  that  the  order  of  the  circuit  court  sustaining  tho 
demurrer  is  erroneous  and  must  be  reversed. 

Hy  the  Court — The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  reversed, 
and  the  cause  remanded  for  further  proceedings. 


Dkwbt,  Eeceiver,  Appellant,  vs.  Sprino  Valley  Land  Com-    .-^r— g-gj 
PANY,  Eespondent.  11^44, 

November  SO — December  10,  1897* 

Parol  agreement  to  convey  land:  Specific  performance, 

A  refusal  to  enforce  specific  performance  of  an  oral  agreement  be- 
tween the  managing  officer  of  a  railway  company  and  the  manag- 
ing officer  of  a  land  company,  whereby  the  railway  company  was 
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to  extend  its  road  to  a  town  site  of  the  land  company,  and  the  lat- 
ter was  to  give  it  the  necessary  ground  for  right-of-way  and  depot 
purposes,  is  held  not  to  have  been  an  abuse  of  discretion,  where 
the  making  of  the  agreement  was  denied  by  the  representative  of 
the  land  company,  and  it  did  not  appear  that  either  officer  had 
authority  to  bind  his  respective  corporation  by  such  an  agreement^ 
or  that  the  agreement  was  ever  ratified  by  either  corporation  with 
knowledge  of  its  terms. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  St.  Croix 
county :  E.  W.  IIelms,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

This  action  was  brought  by  the  receiver  of  the  Minnesota 
-&  Wisconsin  Railway  Company  to  restrain  the  defendant 
from  instituting  condemnation  proceedings,  or  otherwise 
interfering  with  the  rights  of  the  receiver  or  the  railway 
<3ompany  in  respect  of  certain  lands  on  which  the  railway 
company  had  located  its  railroad  and  depots  and  terminal 
facilities,  and  to  enforce  the  specific  performance  of  an  al- 
leged oral  agreement  to  convey  the  said  lands  to  the  railway 
•company. 

It  was  claimed  on  the  part  of  the  plaintifif,  and  its  evi- 
dence tended  to  prove,  that  the  president  and  moving  spirit 
of  the  railway  company,  and  the  vice  president  and  moving 
spirit  of  the  defendant  land  company,  made  an  oral  agree- 
ment, supposed  to  be  for  the  mutual  advantage  of  their  re- 
spective companies,  whereby  the  railway  company  was  to 
extend  and  bring  its  railroad  to  the  defendant's  proposed 
new  town,  and  build  its  depots  and  terminal  facilities  there, 
and  the  defendant  was  to  give  it  deeds  of  the  lands  occupied 
by  its  right  of  way,  depots,  and  facilities,  free  of  cost*  The 
road  had  not  yet  been  surveyed  and  located,  and  it  was 
agreed  that  the  president  of  the  railway  company  should 
select  and  locate  the  lands  to  be  taken  for  its  purposes  by 
the  company.  The  company  has  built  its  railroad  and 
depots  and  terminal  facilities  on  the  lands  of  the  defendant 
as  proposed.  The  defendant  refuses  to  give  deeds  of  the 
Jands  occupied  by  these  improvements,  but  proposes  and 
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threatens  to  commence  condemnation  proceedings  to  re- 
cover from  the  railway  company  the  value  of  its  lands  so- 
taken  by  it.  To  restrain  the  defendant  from  taking  sucb 
proceedings,  and  to  enforce  the  specific  performance  of  the 
agreement,  this  action  was  brought. 

The  action  was  tried  by  a  referee.  On  the  part  of  the- 
plaintiff,  the  president  of  the  railway  company  testified^ 
specifically  and  positively,  to  the  making  of  the  alleged  agree- 
ment.  On  the  part  of  the  defendant,  it  was  denied,  witb 
equal  positiveness.  It  was  denied,  too,  that  either  person- 
had  authority  to  act  for  his  corporation  in  the  premises. 
The  referee  found  and  reported  that,  if  the  alleged  agree- 
ment was  in  fact  made,  it  was  void  because  not  reduced  to 
writing;  that  it  could  not  be  enforced  because  it  was  unfair 
and  indefinite,  and  not  sufficiently  established  by  the  testi- 
mony; and  that  it  could  not  be  upheld  as  an  irrevocable 
license,  so  as  to  prevent  the  taking  of  proceedings  by  the 
defendant  to  recover  pay  for  the  lands  taken.  The  court 
confirmed  the  report  of  the  referee,  and  gave  judgment  for 
the  defendant.    From  this  judgment  the  plaintiff  appeals. 

Ray  S.  lieidj  for  appellant. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  Clapp  dk  Macartney. 

Newman,  J.  It  is  not  quite  plain  why  the  alleged  contract 
should  be  pronounced  unfair.  It  was  surely  competent  for 
the  parties  to  agree  upon  an  umpire,  who  was  mutually  ac- 
ceptable, to  decide  between  them  how  much,  and  what,  lands 
should  be  deemed  necessary  to  be  taken  for  the  purposes 
of  their  contract.  Surely  the  benefit  contemplated  by  the 
defendant  from  the  building  of  the  plaintiff's  railroad  to  its. 
projected  town  site  was  ample  consideration  for  its  promises;; 
and  since  the  referee  has  found  that  no  more  land  was  takerb 
than  was  reasonably  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  the  alleged 
contract,  it  is  not  perceived  how  the  contract  could  be  un- 
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fair.  Nor  is  it  clear  that  the  contract  is  too  indefinite  to  bo 
specifically  performed,  especially  after  a  practical  location 
of  the  lands  to  be  taken  under  the  contract.  A  practical 
location  of  the  premises  intended,  pursuant  to  the  agree- 
ment, is,  in  many  cases,  sufficient  to  give  the  requisite  definite- 
iiess  to  a  contract  otherwise  defective.  Lundgreen  v.  Strattorij 
73  Wis.  659-663,  and  cases  there  cited.  But  this  is  not  im- 
portant here,  for  a  different  rule  controls  the  case. 

Specific  performance  is  not  a  matter  of  strict  right,  but 
rests  in  the  sound  discretion  of  the  court;  and  the  contract 
sought  to  be  enforced  must  be  fully  and  clearly  proved  in 
all  its  parts.  A  mere  preponderance  of  evidence  is  not  suffi- 
cient. Blanchard  v.  McDougaU  6  Wis.  167;  Williams  v. 
Willlains,  50  Wis.  311-;  Benson  v.  Cutler,  53  Wis.  107;  Me- 
nasha  v.  W.  G.  B.  Co.  65  Wis.  502;  Comhs  v.  Scott,  76  Wis. 
662;  Iladfidd  v.  Shelton,  69  Wis.  460;  Docter  v.  Furch,  91 
Wis.  464;  Shenandoah  Valley  B.  Co.  v.  LewU,  76  Ya.  833; 
S.  C  12  Am.  &  Eng.  K.  Cas.  305,  and  cases  cited  in  the  note. 
In  this  case,  not  only  is  the  fact  of  the  making  of  the  alleged 
agreement  by  the  persons  named  denied  and  in  doubt,  but 
it  does  not  appear  that  either  had  authority  from  his  respect- 
ive corporation  to  bind  his  corporation  by  such  an  agree- 
ment, nor  that  the  agreement  was  ever  ratified  by  either 
corporation,  with  knowledge  of  its  terms.  In  this  condition 
of  the  evidence,  it  was  clearly  not  an  abuse  of  discretion  by 
the  trial  court  to  refuse  to  decree  specific  performance. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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Lewis,  Appellant,  vs.  Pbien,  Eespondent. 

November  ISO  ^December  10, 1897. 

(1)  Court  and  jury:  Directing  verdict,    (2, 3)  Boundaries:  Locating  lost 
comer:  Evidence, 

1.  A  court  is  not  warranted  in  directing  a  verdict  unless  all  the  evi* 

dence  produced,  giving  it  the  most  favorable  inference  it  will  rea-  I 
sonably  bear»  and  admitting  that  it  establishes  all  that  it  tends  to  { 
establish,  would  not  sustain  a  verdict  for  the  other  party.  The 
fact  that  the  evidence  preponderates  one  way  so  strongly  that  it 
would  become  the  duty  of  the  court  to  set  aside  a  verdict  to  the 
contrary,  does  not  warrant  the  court  in  taking  the  case  from  the 
jury. 

2.  The  question  being  as  to  the  original  location  of  a  stake  marking 

the  corner  of  a  lot,  proof  that  the  measurements  from  the  nearest 
known  original  stakes  on  the  same  line,  or  points  established  as 
correct  according  to  the  original  survey,  reached  a  location  for  the 
disputed  corner  consistent  with  that  claimed  by  one  of  the  par- 
ties, is  admissible  in  corroboration  of  her  evidence  respecting  the 
former  location  of  the  stake. 

3.  The  proper  method  of  procedure  in  locating  a  lost  exterior  corner 

of  an  inside  lot  in  a  block  is  to  start  at  the  nearest  known  point  on 
one  side  of  the  lost  corner  on  the  line  on  which  it  was  originally 
established^  measure  to  the  nearest  known  corner  on  the  other  side 
on  the  same  line,  and,  if  the  length  of  the  line  is  in  excess  of  that 
called  for  by  the  original  survey,  divide  it  between  the  tracts  con- 
necting such  two  known  points,  in  proportion  to  the  length  of  the 
boundaries  of  such  tracts  on  such  line,  as  given  in  the  survey.  To 
establish  siich  lost  corner  by  measuring  from  a  corresponding  lot 
corner  on  the  other  side  of  the  block,  parallel  with  the  opposite 
side  of  the  lot,  to  the  intersection  with  the  boundary  of  the  block 
in  which  the  lost  corner  is  located,  is  erroneous. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
county:  E.  Or,  Siebeckeb,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

Action  of  ejectment.  The  correct  location  of  the  south 
boundary  line  of  lot  8,  block  4,  of  Brooks'  addition  to  the 
city  of  Madison,  was  the  disputed  question,  and  that  turned 
on  the  proper  location  of  the  southeast  corner  of  the  lot* 
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The  following  is  a  diagram  of  the  block,  with  the  property 
owned  by  the  respective  parties  and  the  disputed  land  des- 
ignated thereon : 

University  Avenue. 


1 

2 

8 

4 

6 

.6 

7 

1 

<i 

i 

la 

8 
Lewis. 

) 

/ 
; 

* 

Pr 

ien 

t 

16 

14 

18 

12 

11 

J 

10 

0 

N 

I 
I 

8 


Disputed  Strip. 


Johnson  Street. 

At  the  close  of  the  evidence  there  was  a  motion  by  plaint- 
iff's attorneys  for  the  direction  of  a  verdict  in  his  favor, 
which  was  denied  and  the  ruling  excepted  to.  The  case 
was  submitted  to  the  jury  under  instructions  to  w^hich  no 
exception  w^as  taken.  The  finding  was  in  favor  of  the  de- 
fendant. Plaintiff's  attorneys  moved  the  court  to  set  aside 
the  verdict  and  grant  a  new  trial,  which  was  denied  and  the 
ruling  excepted  to.  Judgment  was  rendered  in  favor  of  de" 
fendant  and  plaintiff  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Keyes  <&  Shuttle- 
worth  and  0,  E,  lioe^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Roe,  They 
contended,  inter  alia,  that  all  the  corners  of  lot  8  except  the 
southeast  corner  are  fixed  by  the  original  surveyor's  stakes. 
From  these  monuments  the  law  requires  that  the  disputed 
line  should  be  established.  To  fix  such  line  it  is  only  neces- 
sary to  continue  the  south  line  of  lot  16  from  the  southeast 
corner  of  that  lot  eastward  in  a  straight  line.    Eeference  to 
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the  plat  shows  clearly  that  the  south  line  of  lot  8  is  a  con- 
tinuation of  the  south  line  of  lot  16  and  parallel  with  the- 
north  line  of  lot  8,  which  is  merely  a  continuation  of  the 
north  line  of  lot  16.  The  same  plat  also  shows  the  disputed 
line  to  be  at  right  angles  with  the  east  boundary  of  lot  16, 
and  the  location  of  the  surveyor's  stake  at  the  intersection 
of  these  lines  is  shown  without  dispute.  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances the  location  of  the  disputed  line  by  the  method 
adopted  by  Dodge  is  the  only  correct  one.  Mar%h  v.  Mitch- 
eU,  25  Wis.  706;  Fleischfresser  v.  Schmidt^  41  id.  223;  State 
V,  Schwiuy  65  id.  207,  215 ;  Pickett  v,  NeUon^  79  id.  9 ;  Pernam 
V.  Weady  6  Mass.  131;  Grier  v.  Pennsylvania  Coal  Co,  128 
Pa.  St.  79 ;  Ferguson  v.  Bloom,  144  id.  549 ;  Thornlerry  v. 
Churchill,  16  Am.  Dec.  125;  4  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law 
(2d  ed.),  778,  805,  and  notes. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Olifi  (&  Butler, 
and  oral  argument  by  H.  L.  Butler. 

Marshall,  J.  Did  the  court  err  in  refusing  the  motion  to 
direct  a  verdict  for  plaintiff?  That  depends  on  whether  the 
evidence  was  all  one  way  to  the  effect  that  when  the  original 
survey  was  made  the  disputed  corner  was  established  and  the 
stake  set  at  the  point  claimed  by  appellant.  The  invariable 
rule  governing  such  cases  is  too  well  known  to  need  more  than 
a  statement  of  it  here,  were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  the  force 
of  such  rule  does  not  appear  to  be  appreciated  by  the  learned 
counsel  for  appellant.  When  a  motion  is  made  to  direct  a 
verdict  for  one  party,  the  court  is  called  upon  to  say,  taking 
all  the  evidence  produced,  giving  thereto  the  most  favorable 
inferences  it  will  reasonably  bear,  and  admitting  that  it  estab- 
lishes what  it  tends  to  establish,  whether  it  will  sustain  a 
contrary  verdict.  If  so,  the  motion  must  be  denied.  Leiser 
V,  Kiechhefer,  95  Wis.  4;  Laiorence  University  -v.  Smith,  32 
Wis.  587;  O'Brien  v.  C  cfe  N.  W.  R:  Co.  92  Wis.  340;  Dirim- 
pie  V.  State  Bank,  91  Wis.  601.     The  doctrine  that  obtains 
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in  some  jurisdictions,  that  where  the  evidence  preponder- 
ates so  strongly  one  way  that  in  case  of  a  verdict  otherwise 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  court  to  set  it  aside  and  grant  a 
new  trial,  a  verdict  should  be  directed,  has  not  obtained  a 
foothold  here.  The  rule  of  this  court  is  in  accord  with  the 
"weight  of  authority  on  the  subject,  including  that  of  the 
fcderul  supreme  court.  Elliott  v.  C,  M.  db  St.  P.  B.  Co,  150 
U.  S.  245 ;  Schofield  v.  C,  M.  &  St,  P.  E.  Co.  114  U.  S.  615 ; 
Delaware,  Z.  &  W.  E,  Co.  v.  Converse,  139  U.  S.  469;  Aerk- 
fetz  v.  numjphreys,  145  U.  S.  418;  Texas  <&  P.  R.  Co.  v. 
Cox,  145  U.  S.  593.  Fuller,  C.  J.,  in  the  last  case  cited, 
states  very  tersely  the  rule,  iterated  and  reiterated  by  this 
<;ourt,  thus:  "The  case  should  not  be  withdrawn  from  the 
jury  unless  the  conclusion  follows  as  a  matter  of  law  from 
the  evidence,  that  no  recovery  can  be  had  upon  any  view 
which  could  properly  be  taken  of  the  facts  the  evidence 
tends  to  establish."  So  it  is  said  that  the  jury,  in  all  cases 
where  there  may  reasonably  be  opposing  inferences  from 
the  evidence,  are  the  exclusive  judges  to  weigh  such  evi- 
dence and  draw  the  proper  inference. 

As  before  intimated,  the  only  justification  for  discussing 
at  so  much  length  the  familiar  principle  above  referred  to, 
is  that  counsel  for  appellant,  in  support  of  their  contention 
that  the  trial  court  erred  in  denying  the  motion  to  direct  a 
verdict,  do  not  appear  to  claim  there  was  no  evidence  in  op- 
position to  their  theory,  which,  if  believed,  would  sustain  an 
opposite  theory.  The  most  that  is  claimed,  apparently,  is 
that  there  was  not  much  such  evidence.  True,  the  evidence 
on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff  was  very  positive  and  clear  that 
the  southeast  corner  stake  of  lot  8,  as  it  stood  at  the  time  of 
the  trial,  was  in  place  where  located  by  Douglas,  who  made 
the  original  and  governing  survey,  and  the  evidence  tended 
strongly  to  show  thai  the  defendant's  conduct  for  years  after 
she  purchased  and  took  possession  of  her  property,  was  more 
consistent  with  plaintiff's  claim  as  to  the  true  boundary  line 
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than  with  the  opposing  claim  upon  which  she  relied.  But 
defendant  testified  that  the  stake,  when  she  purchased,  was 
upwards  of  a  foot  further  north  than  where  plaintiff  sought 
to  establish  the  true  corner;  that  subsequently  it  was  re- 
moved, and  later  set  in  the  location  alleged  by  plaintiff  to 
be  the  proper  place,  and  there  was  considerable  corroborat- 
ing evidence  to  the.  same  effect.  It  was  conceded  on  both 
sides  that  the  original  location  of  the  stake  would  govern  if 
it  could  be  ascertained,  whether  consistent  with  the  measure- 
ments noted  on  the  plat  or  not;  but  as  to  such  location  the 
evidence  was  squarely  in  conflict.  If  the  place  where  plaint- 
iffs evidence  tended  to  prove  the  stake  was  originally  set 
was  in  accordance  with  the  truth,  then  the  eaves  of  defend- 
ant's house  projected  over  the  boundary  line  onto  plaintiff's 
property  about  four  inches.  If  the  place  where  defendant's 
evidence  tended  tp  prove  was  the  original  location  of  the 
stake  was  in  accordance  with  the  truth,  then  there  was  no 
encroachment  by  defendant  upon  plaintiffs  premises.  "With- 
out taking  time  and  space  to  give  the  evidence  in  detail, 
enough  has  been  said  to  show  generall}''  that  there  was  evi- 
dence tending  to  sustain  each  of  the  opposing  claims,  and 
yet  the  evidence  was  so  in  conflict  that  a  jury  might  prop- 
erly say  that  they  could  not  determine  therefrom,  with  rea- 
sonable certainty,  where  the  stake  was  originally  set,  and 
might  properly  proceed  to  re-establish  the  corner  from  the 
evidence,  under  the  rules  governing  the  establishment  of  lost 
corners.  So  the  motion  to  direct  a  verdict  was  properly 
overruled. 

Some  questions  asked  of  witness  Conover,  the  civil  engineer 
who  made  a  survey  at  defendant's  request  and  testified  to 
his  work  upon  the  trial,  were  objected  to  on  the  ground  that 
such  questions  called  for  evidence  of  a  new  survey,  to  demon- 
strate where  the  disputed  corner  ought  to  be,  instead  of  a 
survey  from  original  monuments  mentioned  in  the  plat  and 
original  stakes  still  in  existence,  for  the  purpose  of  determin- 
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ing  the  point  in  controversy,  i.  e.  where  the  stake  was  set 
at  the  time  of  the  original  survey.  We  think  the  objection* 
were  properly  overruled,  because  the  questions  objected  to 
had  a  legitimate  bearing  on  the  real  issue  between  the  par- 
ties, that  is,  the  original  location  of  the  corner  stake,  and  the 
trial  judge  expressly  limited  the  evidence  to  that  and  to 
the  establishment  of  the  corner,  as  one  not  determinable  by 
proof  of  the  location  of  the  original  stake,  if  the  case  failed 
on  both  sides  on  that  point.  Moreover,  the  witness  testified 
to  the  location  of  the  southeast  corner  of  the  block,  as  estab- 
lished by  him  by  measuring  from  original  stakes  still  in  ex- 
istence, lie  measured  from  such  stakes,  on  the  west  and 
south  exterior  boundaries  of  the  block,  and  by  that  means 
established  the  southeast  corner,  and  from  the  point  so  estab- 
lished made  his  final  measurements,  testified  to  on  the  trial. 
That  was  a  proper  way  to  proceed  in  view  of  the  controversy 
on  which  the  case  turned.  Racine  v.  J.  1.  Case  Ploio  Co.  56 
Wis.  539;  Mi?ier  v.  Brader,  C5  Wis.  537;  and  Madison  v. 
MayerSy  97  Wis.  399.  True,  if  the  facts  were  undisputed  as 
to  the  place  where  the  corner  of  lot  8  was  originally  estab- 
lished, proof  of  surveys  made  to  establish  it  would  have  been 
immaterial;  but,  that  being  the  disputed  question,  proof  that 
measurements  from  the  nearest  known  original  stakes  on  the 
same  line,  or  points  established  as  correct  according  to  the 
original  survey,  reached  a  location  for  the  disputed  corner 
consistent  with  that  claimed  by  the  defendant,  was  proper, 
as  corroborating  her  evidence  respecting  the  former  location 
of  the  stake. 

It  is  further  contended,  as  we  understand  it,  that  the  evi- 
dence does  not  sustain  the  verdict  because,  according  to  the 
undisputed  evidence,  an  extension  of  the  south  line  of  lot 
8  from  the  southwest  corner,  parallel  with  the  north  bound- 
ary line,  shows  with  mathematical  certainty  that  the  proper 
location  of  the  disputed  corner  is  as  claimed  by  plaintiff. 
Mr.  Dodge,  a  surveyor  called  by  plaintiff,  testified  that  he 


■Wis.]  AUGUST  TERM,  1897.  93 

Lewis  vs.  Prien. 

located  the  corner  by  that  method;  that  he  paid  no  at- 
tention to  the  location  of  the  southeast  and  northeast  cor- 
ners of  the  block.  We  know  of  no  rule  to  warrant  the 
location  of  a  lost  corner  in  that  way.  The  unvarying  rule 
to  be  followed  in  such  cases  is  to  start  at  the  nearest  known 
point  on  one  side  of  the  lost  corner,  on  the  line  on  which  it 
was  originally  established;  to  then  measure  to  the  nearest 
known  corner  on  the  other  side,  on  the  same  line;  then,  if 
the  length  of  the  line  is  in  excess  of  that  called  for  by  the 
original  survey,  to  divide  it  between  the  tracts  connecting 
such  two  known  points,  in  proportion  to  the  lengths  of  the 
boundaries  of  such  tracts  on  such  line,  as  given  in  such  sur- 
vey. To  establish  the  lost  exterior  corner  of  an  inside  lot 
of  a  block  of  platted  land  by  measuring  from  a  correspond- 
ing lot  corner  on  the  other  side  of  the  block,  parallel  with 
the  opposite  side  of  such  lot,  to  an  intersection  with  the  side 
of  the  block  in  which  the  lost  corner  exists,  and  then  estab- 
lish it  at  the  point  of  intersection,  would  be  as  erroneous  as 
to  run  a  line  from  the  quarter-section  corner  on  the  west 
side  of  a  section,  through  to  the  east  side,  parallel  with  the 
north  or  south  boundary,  to  locate  the  quarter-section  cor- 
ner on  such  east  side.  The  method  always  followed  in  re- 
-est^blishing  corners,  is  to  measure  the  line  connecting  the 
nearest  known  corners,  on  the  same  line,  on  either  side  of 
the  lost  corner,  and  then  divide  the  excess,  if  any  be  found, 
as  before  stated.  Pereles  v.  Jfagfoon,  IS  Wis,  27;  Jo7ies  v, 
Kimble,  19  Wis.  429;  O'Brien  v.  McGraney  27  Wis.  446. 
The  witness  Conover  located  the  southeast  and  northwest 
corners  of  block  4,  and  then  proceeded  as  indicated,  to  deter- 
mine the  location  of  the  disputed  corner.  That  was  the  only 
proper  way  to  locate  the  corner  if  it  was  what  is  known  as 
a  lost  corner;  and  it  was  a  proper  way  to  test  the  truth  of 
the  witnesses  who  testified  to  the  actual  location  of  the  stake. 
There  were  numerous  exceptions  taken  to  the  exclusion 
^f  evidence  offered  on  rebuttal,  all  of  which  has  been^exam- 
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ined  without  discovering  any  ground  for  a  reversal  of  the 
judgment.  This  opinion  could  be  drawn  out  to  great  length 
by  discussing  such  exceptions  in  detail,  but  as  none  of  them 
involve  any  but  very  familiar  principles,  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  for  overruling  them  on  this  appeal  would  be  with- 
out value  as  a  guide  in  future  trials,  therefore  it  is  not 
deemed  advisable  to  say  more  in  regard  to  them. 

By  the  Court, — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


The  High  Court  of  Wisconsin  Independent  Order  of 
Foresters  and  another,  Appellants,  vs.  The  Commis- 
sioner OF  Insurance  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  and 
another,  Respondents. 

Abrewiber  liO  —  Dectwibtr  10, 1897, 

Foreign  benefit  association:  Use  of  name:  Injunction:  Issuance  of 

license, 

"L  A  foreign  fraternal  or  beneficiary  association  which  has  conducted 
business  under  a  certain  name  or  designation  for  many  years  will 
not  be  restrained  from  the  use  of  such  name  at  the  suit  of  a  do- 
mestic association,  organized  under  a  similar  name  for  similar  pur- 
poses more  than  ten  years  after  the  former  commenced  to  transact 
business  in  this  state. 

2l  The  question  whether  a  foreign  fraternal  benefit  association  is  en- 
titled to  a  license  to  transact  business  in  this  state,  under  ch.  418^ 
Laws  of  1891,  is  a  matter  to  be  decided  by  the  proper  authorities 
of  the  state,  and  cannot  be  determined  in  advance  by  the  courts, 
in  an  action  brought  by  another  corporation  to  restrain  the  issu- 
ance of  the  license. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
county:  R.  G.  Siebecker,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 
A,  li.  Bushnell^  for  the  appellants. 
J.  M.  Clancei/y  for  the  respondents. 
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Cassoday,  0.  J.  It  appears  from  the  record  that  this  ac- 
tion was  originally  commenced  September  4,  1894,  against 
the  commissioner  of  insurance  (Root)  alone,  to  restrain  him 
from  granting  an  insurance  license  to  the  Ui(jh  Court  of  the 
Independent  Order  of  Foresters  of  the  State  of  Illinois;  that 
October  4, 189i,  the  High  Court  of  the  Independent  Order 
of  Foresters  of  the  State  of  Illinois  petitioned  the  trial  court 
to  be  made  a  party  defendant,  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
the  real  party  in  interest;  that  October  11,  1894,  the  trial 
court  ordered  the  plaintiffs  to  show  cause  why  such  corpo- 
ration should  not  be  so  made  a  party  defendant;  that  Oc- 
tober 15,  1894,  the  plaintiffs  answered,  and  protested  against 
such  Illinois  corporation  being  made  defendant  herein ;  that 
upon  the  hearing  thereof,  October  24,  1894,  such  Illinois 
corporation  was  ordered  to  be  made  a  defendant,  with  lib- 
erty to  defend  the  action,  and  that  the  complaint  be  amended 
accordingly;  that  October  30,  1894,  the  complaint  was 
amended  accordinglj^  but  the  same  relief  was  prayed  as  in 
the  original  complaint;  that  November  8,  1894,  the  Illinois 
corporation  answered;  that  February  27,  1895,  William  A. 
Fricke^  insurance  commissioner,  was  substituted  as  defend- 
ant in  place  of  Commissioner  Root,  by  order  of  the  court, 
and  the  complaint  was  amended  accordingly. 

A  trial  having  been  had,  the  court  found,  as  matters  of 
fact,  in  effect,  that  the  defendant  the  High  Court  of  the 
Independent  Order  of  Foresters  of  the  State  of  Illinois  was  a 
fraternal,  beneficiary  association,  incorporated  as  such  under 
the  laws  of  Illinois,  February  1,  1882,  under  that  name,  as 
alleged  in  its  answer;  that  said  Illinois  corporation,  in  1878, 
used  said  name  in  the  state  of  Illinois  for  the  purpose  of 
organizing  subordinate  lodges  and  conducting  its  general 
business  as  a  fraternal  society,  as  alleged  in  its  answer;  that 
said  Illinois  corporation  commenced  to  do  business  in  Wis- 
consin under  said  name  in  1882,  and  has  ever  since  continued 
to  do  business  under  said  name  in  this  state;  that  ever  since 
the  Illinois  corporation  was  incorporated,  and  ever  since  it 
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has  been  doing  business  in  this  state,  it  has  used,  in  connec- 
tion with  its  regular  corporate  name,  upon  its  circulars  and 
advertisements,  the  words  "  Independent  Order  of  Forest- 
ers," being  an  abbreviation  of  its  true  corporate  name;  that 
neither  of  the  plaintiffs  was  in  existence  when  the  defend- 
ant corporation  commenced  to  do  business  in  this  state  under 
its  corporate  name,  nor  w^ere  they,  or  either  of  them,  in  ex- 
istence until  the  defendant  corporation  had  been  using  said 
name  and  the  words  "Independent  Order  of  Foresters"  for 
several  years;  that  the  defendant  Illinois  corporation  appro- 
priated its  said  corporate  name,  and  used  the  said  abbrevia- 
tion thereof,  in  its  business  in  the  states  of  Wisconsin  and 
Illinois  and  other  places,  long  before  either  of  the  plaintiffs 
w^as  incorporated  or  known  of  by  the  names  the  IliyK  Court 
of  Wisconsin  Independent  Order  of  Foresters^  Supreme  Court 
Independent  Order  of  Foresters^  or  the  abbreviation  thereof, 
Independent  Order  of  Foresters,  or  by  any  name  similar  to 
either  of  said  names;  that  the  plaintiff  the  Uigh  Court  of 
Wisconsin  Independent  Order  of  Foresters  is  not  now,  and 
never  has  been,  a  fraternal  or  beneficiary  corporation,  so- 
ciety, order,  or  association  for  the  relief  of  members  or 
beneficiaries,  furnishing  life  or  casualty  insinrance  or  in- 
demnity upon  the  mutual  assessment  plan,  as  alleged  in  the 
complaint. 

And,  as  conclusions  of  law,  the  court  found,  in  effect,  that 
the  defendant  Illinois  corporation  was  entitled  to  the  relief 
demanded  in  its  answer,  that  the  temporary  injunction  is- 
sued herein  be  dissolved,  and  for  dismissal  of  this  action, 
with  costs,  and  ordered  judgment  to  be  entered  thereon  ac- 
cordingly. 

From  the  judgment  so  entered  the  plaintiffs  appeal. 

After  a  careful  examination  of  the  record,  we  are  forced 
to  the  conclusion  that  such  findings  of  the  trial  court  are 
fully  sustained  by  the  evidence.  In  fact  the  complaint  ex- 
pressly admits  that  the  first-named  plaintiff  was  not  created, 
organized,  or  in  existence  before  August  11, 1892  —  ten  years 
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after  the  defendant  corporation  commenced  doing  business 
in  this  state.  Upon  the  facts  so  found,  it  would  be  prepos- 
terous to  hold  that  the  defendant  corporation  had  unlaw- 
fully or  wrongfully  used  the  name  of  the  plaintiffs  or  either 
of  them. 

The  burden  of  the  complaint  seems  to  be  that  tlie  insur- 
ance commissioner  was  about,  improperly,  to  grant  or  issue 
a  license  to  the  defendant  corporation,  when  it  was  not  a 
"  fraternal  or  beneficiary  corporation,  society,  order,  or  as- 
sociation, furnishing  life  or  casualty  insurance  or  indemnity 
upon  the  mutual  or  assessment  plan ; "  but  only  that  kind 
of  a  foreign  corporation  could  be  legally  licensed  to  do  such 
business  in  this  state,  under  ch.  418,  Laws  of  1891.  It  is 
enough  to  say,  as  suggested  by  some  of  my  brethren  from 
the  bench,  that  that  was  a  matter  which  in  no  way  con- 
cerned the  plaintiffs,  or  either  of  them,  but  was  a  question 
to  be  determined  by  the  rightful  authorities  of  the  state. 
The  plaintiffs  cannot  be  allowed,  vicariously,  to  institute  and 
maintain  an  action  merely  to  determine  whether  a  foreign 
insurance  corporation  shall  or  shall  not  be  licensed  to  do 
business  in  this  state. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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*  111  ti^^ 

November  £0  —  December  10, 1897.  

Appealable  order:  Change  of  venue. 

Since  the  passage  of  ch.  212,  Laws  of  1895,  an  order  changing  the 
Tenue  of  an  action  on  the  ground  of  convenience  of  the  witnesses 
is  not  appealable;  subd.  4,  sea  8069,  R.  S.,  under  which  such  orders 
were  formerly  held  appealable  having  been  eliminated  by  that  act. 
Remacks  in  Western  Bank  v.  Tollman,  16  Wis.  92,  hdd  obiter  and 
disapproved. 

Vol.  98-7 
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Appeals  from  orders  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane  county : 
E.  G.  SiEBECKER,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  signed  by  A.  i?.  Bush- 
nelly  a  brief  in  reply  by  Builinell  cfe  Rogers^  and  the  cause 
•was  argued  ofall}^  by  A,  R.  BushneU. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  J,  E,  McMullerh 
and  Bashfordj  Aylward  &  Spenaley^  and  oral  argument  by 
R,  M.  Bashfard. 

WmsLow,  J.  These  are  two  appeals  from  orders  chang- 
ing venue  in  the  actions  above  named,  on  the  ground  of  con- 
venience of  witnesses  and  that  such  change  will  promote 
the  ends  of  justice.  The  point  is  made  in  each  case  that  the 
orders  are  not  appealable,  and  we  are  convinced  that  the 
point  is  well  taken.  Prior  to  the  passage  of  ch.  212,  Laws 
of  1895,  relating  to  appealable  orders,  such  orders  as  those 
before  us  were  uniformly  held  appealable,  upon  the  ground 
that  they  involved  the  merits  of  the  action  or  some  part 
thereof,  and  hence  were  included  under  subd.  4,  sec.  10,  ch. 
264,  Laws  of  1860,  which  is  practically  the  same  as  subd.  4, 
sec.  3069,  R.  S.  1878.  WesUrn  Bank  v.  Tollman,  15  Wis.  92. 
When  sec.  3069  was  revised  and  amended  by  ch.  212,  Laws 
of  1895,  subd.  4  was  eliminated;  and  it  follows  that  the  or- 
ders which  were  theretofore  appealable  by  virtue  of  that 
subdivision  alone  ceased  to  be  appealable  after  the  passage 
of  that  act.  It  is  true  that  it  is  intimated  in  Western  Bank 
V.  Tallman,  supra,  that  such  an  order  might,  perhaps,  be 
held  to  determine  the  action  within  the  meaning  of  subd.  1, 
sec.  10,  ch.  264,  Laws  of  1860.  .  The  decision,  however,  was 
not  placed  upon  that  ground,  and  we  do  not  regard  the  obiter 
remark  well  founded. 

By  the  Court — Appeals  dismissed. 
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Thb  Campbell  &  Cambron  Company,  Appellant,  vs.  The 
Estate  of  Carnagie,  Eespondent. 

November  SO  —  December  10, 1897, 

Contracts:  Construction:  Mechanics'  liens:  Trust  fund, 

1.  A  provision  in  a  contract  with  the  state  board  of  control  for  the 

construction  of  a  warden's  residence,  that  the  balance  of  fhe  con- 
tract price  should  be  paid  as  soon,  as  the  board  were  satisfied  that 
the  work  had  been  completed  and  were  assured  against  the  exist- 
ence of  any  mechanics'  liens  on  the  building,  was  not  inserted  for 
the  benefit  of  the  material  men  or  mechanics,  but  solely  to  protect 
the  state  against  any  possible  expense  or  charge  on  account  of  such 
liens.  A  balance  due  the  contractor,  which  had  been  paid  over  to 
his  administrator  after  his  death,  did  not,  therefore,  constitute  a 
trust  fund  in  the  hands  of  the  latter  for  the  payment  of  claims  of 
laborers  or  material  men,  so  as  to  give  them  a  preference. 

2.  The  fact  that  a  short  time  before  the  death  of  the  contractor  in  such 

case  he  examined  the  account  of  a  material  man,  agreed  upon  the 
balance  due  him,  and  orally  promised  to  pay  it  when  he  received 
the  balance  due  from  the  board  of  control,  would  not  impress  such 
balance  with  a  trust  in  favor  of  the  material  man. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Columbia 
county:  E.  C  Siebecker,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed, 

The  Campbell  &  Cameron  Comjyaiiy^  a  corporation,  filed  a 
petition  in  the  county  court  of  Columbia  county,  in  the  mat- 
ter of  the  estate  of  Alexander  Carnagie,  deceased,  to  declare 
a  certain  fund  under  the  control  of  the  state  board  of  con- 
trol, due  upon  a  contract  for  building  a  residence  for  the 
warden  of  the  state  prison  at  Waupun,  between  said  Alex- 
ander Carnagie  and  said  board,  a  trust  fund  for  the  payment 
of  the  petitioner's  claim.  Upon  answer  and  a  hearing  had, 
the  court  denied  the  relief  prayed  for,  and  the  cause  came 
before  the  circuit  court  for  the  same  county  on  appeal,  where 
the  order  of  the  county  court  was  affirmed. 

It  appears  from  the  finding  of  facts  on  the  trial  in  the  cir- 
cuit court  that  said  Alexander  Carnagie  erected  for  the 
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state  a  warden's  residence  at  the  state  prison  at  Waupun, 
for  the  sum  of  $5,000,  and  it  was  accepted  December  1, 1893 ; 
that  one  third  of  said  sum  was  payable  August  10, 1893,  one 
third  September  10,  1893,  and  the  remainder  on  completion 
of  the  work,  or  as  soon  thereafter  as  the  board  of  control 
were  satisfied  that  the  building  was  completed,  and  were 
assured  against  the  existence  of  any  mechanics'  liens  thereon; 
that  the  entire  contract  price  was  paid  before  December  1, 
1893,  except  $1,063.85;  that  said  Alexander  Carnagie  died, 
intestate,  December  12,  1893,  and  A.  H.  Carnagie  is  the  ad- 
ministrator of  his  estate,  which  had  not  been  settled ;  that 
the  petitioner  furnished  said  Alexander  Carnagie  in  his  life- 
time lumber  and  building  materials,  between  August  18  and 
November  14,  1893,  to  be  used,  and  which  were  used,  in  the 
erection  of  said  building,  upon  which  a  balance  of  $44:7.20 
remained  unpaid;  that  said  Carnagie  left  a  homestead,  worth 
$2,000;  that  debts  had  been  allo\yed  against  his  estate  to 
the  amount  of  $5,343.94 ;  that  his  administrator,  February  28, 
1895,  received  from  the  state  board  of  control  the  balance 
due  his  intestate  for  erecting  said  building,  of  $1,063.85; 
and  that  the  said  decedent,  in  his  lifetime,  promised  peti- 
tioner's agent  that  he  would  pay  the  balance  for  said  lum- 
ber, etc.,  when  he  collected  the  money  from  the  state  board 
of  control. 

The  court  held  that  the  moneys  so  paid  to  the  adminis- 
trator of  Alexander  Carnagie  formed  a  part  of  the  general 
assets  of  the  estate  of  said  decedent  and  did  not  constitute  a 
trust  fund  for  the  payment  of  the  petitioner's  demand,  and 
that  it  was  not  entitled  to  any  relief  on  the  petition.  Judg- 
ment was  thereupon  given,  affirming  the  order  of  the  county 
court,  with  costs,  from  which  said  petitioner  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Phillips  &  Eicks^ 
and  oral  argument  by  E,  H.  Hicks. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  J,  H,  Rogers. 
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PiNNET,  J.  There  was  a  clause  in  the  contract  to  the 
eflFeot  that  the  balance  of  the  contract  price  should  be  paid 
"as  soon  as  the  "board  of  control  are  satisfied  that  said 
work  has  been  completed,  and  are  assured  against  the  ex- 
istence of  any  mechanics'  liens  on  said  building."  This  clause 
was  inserted,  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  material  men  or  me- 
chanics, but  solely  to  protect' the  state  against  any  possible 
expense  or  charge  on  account  of  liens  that  might  possibly 
be  filed  against  the  building.  It  was  not  inserted  to  give 
such  parties  any  interest  in  or  control  over  the  fund.  It  is 
well  understood  that  no  such  liens  could  be  allowed  or  en- 
forced. No  agreement  is  shown  that  material  men  or  me- 
chanics should  have  any  interest  in  the  unpaid  balance,  or 
any  right  to  control  or  direct  its  payment;  nor  has  there 
been  shown  any  assignment,  either  legal  or  equitable,  or 
any  order,  oral  or  written,  by  Carnagie,  for  the  payment  of 
any  part  of  that  fund  to*  the  plaintiff  or  any  other  person. 
In  a  general  sense,  the  money  appropriated  for  erecting  the 
building  was  held  in  trust  for  that  purpose,  and  could  not 
be  diverted  by  the  board  of  control  to  any  other  purpose; 
but  the  fund  was  in  no  proper  sense  a  trust  fund  for  the 
petitioner,  so  that  it  might  intervene  and  ask  a  court  of 
equity  to  apply  any  part  of  it  to  the  payment  of  the  balance 
due  the  petitioner  from  Carnagie  or  his  personal  represent- 
ative. The  agreement  between  Carnagie  and  the  board  of 
control,  referred  to,  does  not  inure  to  the  benefit  of  the 
petitioner,  either  legally  or  equitably ;  nor  was  it  a  party 
or  privy  to  that  contract;  nor  was  it  designed  to  bind  or 
benefit  it  by  its  provisions.  It  is  impossible  to  say  that  the 
balance  due  Carnagie  was  in  any  sense  a  trust  fund  for  the 
payment  of  the  balance  due  from  him  to  the  petitioner,  or 
was  intended  as  such.  Upon  Carnagie's  death  it  passed  to 
his  personal  representative,  to  be  disposed  of  in  due  course 
of  administration,  and  payment  could  not  lawfully  bfe  made 
by  the  board  of  control  to  any  one  else  upon  any  alleged 
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parol  promise  made  by  Carnagie  in  his  lifetime.  The  peti- 
tioner's case  wholly  fails.  It  has  failed  to  show  that  the 
money  due  to  Carnagie,  and  paid  over  to  his  personal  rep- 
resentative, was  in  any  sense  whatever  a  trust  fund  as  to  it 
or  for  its  benefit. 

It  asked  certain  findings  of  fact, —  in  substance,  that,  a 
short  time  before  his  death,  Carnagie  examined  the  account 
of  the  petitioner,  and  agreed  that  the  balance  due  it  was 
$447.21,  and  he  would  pay  the  same  from  the  balance  due 
him  from  the  board  of  control  when  the  board  of  control 
paid  him  the  balance  due  on  his  contract,  but  that  he  was 
taken  fatally  ill  and  died,  before  he  was  able  to  carry  out 
said  agreement.  This  finding  was  properly  refused.  It 
could  not  have  been  of  the  slightest  avail  to  the  petitioner. 

For  the  reason  stated,  the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court 
was  correct. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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November  SO  —  December  10, 1897, 

Appealable  order:  Vacating  judgment:  Equity. 

h  An  order  refusing  to  vacate  a  judgment  on  cognovit  is  an  order 
affecting  a  substantial  right  made  upon  a  summary  application 
after  judgment,  and  is  therefore  appealable  under  subd.  2,  sec.  1, 
ch.  212,  Laws  of  1895,  even  though  the  judgment  was  for  less  than 
$100  and  for  that  reason  not  appealable. 

2.  Equity  will  not  interfere  to  set  aside  a  judgment  which  is  merely- 
void  or  voidable  but  not  unjust,  but  will  leave  the  defendant  to 
his  remedy  at  law. 


Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane  county: 
E.  G.  SiEBEOKEE,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 
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This  is  aa  appeal  from  an  order  which  refused  to  set  aside 
a  judgment  for  $96.13  and  costs,  entered  on  a  note  and  war- 
rant of  attorney,  and  an  execution  issued  thereon.  The 
judgment  was  entered  upon  a  warrant  of  attorney  which 
reads  as  follows:  "And,  to  secure  the  payment  of  said 
•amount,  I  hereby  authorize,  irrevocably,  any  attorney  of 
said  court  of  record  to  appear  for  me  in  such  court,  in  term 
time  or  vacation,  at  any  time  hereafter,  and  confess  a  judg- 
ment, without  process,  in  favor  of  the  holder  of  this  note,  for 
such  amount  as  may  appear  to  be  unpaid  thereon,  whether 
due  or  not,  together  with  costs,  and  to  waive  and  release 
all  errors  which  may  intervene  in  any  such  proceedings,  and 
to  consent  to  immediate  execution  upon  such  judgment; 
hereby  ratifying  and  confirming  all  that  my  said  attorney 
may  do  by  virtue  hereof."  The  answer  was  signed  by  one 
who,  though  admitted  to  practice  in  this  court,  had  not  yet 
been  formally  admitted  to  practice  in  the  circuit  court.  It 
is  also  alleged  that  the  complaint  is  defectively  verified. 
Nothing  is  alleged  against  the  validity  of  the  debt  or  the 
justness  of  the  judgment.  The  execution  was  completely 
satisfied  from  the  defendant's  goods. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Haskell  <&  Oettn 
and  C.  E.  Buelly  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  BueU. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Bashford^  Aylr 
ward  (&  Spensley^  and  oral  argument  by  R.  M.  Bashford. 

Newman,  J.  The  order  is,  no  doubt,  appealable  under 
Laws  of  1895,  ch.  212,  sec.  1,  subd.  2.  It  is  an  order  afi'ect- 
ing  a  substantial  right,  made  upon  a  summary  application 
after  judgment.  This  was  so  held  in  Johnson  v.  Eldred^  13 
Wis.  482,  under  a  statute  in  the  same  words,  and  has  been 
uniformly  followed  since.  That  the  judgment  was  for  less 
than  $100,  and  so  not  appealable,  does  not  affect  the  rule. 
L^is  V.  a  (&  ]Sr.  W.  R,  Co.  97  Wis.  368. 

On  the  merits:  Equity  little  heeds  the  complaint  of  one 
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impeded  by  a  judgment  which  is  merely  void  but  not  unjust, 
but  leaves  him  to  struggle  with  his  etnbarrassment  as  best 
he  may,  at  law.  Thomds  v.  West,  59  Wis.  103,  and  cases 
cited;  Wilkinson  v.  Bewey^  59  Wis.  554r.  With  consistent 
indifference,  it  disregards  the  clamors  of  one  troubled  by  a 
judgment  which  is  only  voidable  but  not  unjust.  F,  Mayer 
B,  c&  S.  Go.  V.  FaVk^  89  Wis.  216,  and  cases  cited.  Kkaver's 
debt  is  paid.  PurceU  has  his  money.  It  is  his  of  right. 
Equity  will  not  interfere  to  undo  this  just  consummation. 
By  the  Cov/rt — The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  affirmed. 
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KoLLooK,  Appellant,  vs.  Soribnbr,  imp.,  Respondent. 
KoLLooK  vs.  SoBiBNEE,  Appellant,  and  Kaisee,  Respondent. 

November  22  —  December  10, 1897. 

Landlord  and  tenant:  Covenant  to  renew:^Execution  of  new  lease:  Plead- 
ing: Afflrmati'ue  relief  against  co<iefendant:  Effect  of  dismissal  of 
complaint 

1.  A  general  covenant  in  a  lease  to  extend  or  renew  implies  an  addi* 

tional  term  equal  to  the  first,  and  upon  the  same  terms,  including 
that  of  rent,  except  the  covenant  to  renew. 

2.  A  general  covenant  to  extend  or  renew  a  lease  does  not  imply  a  con- 

tinuation or  renewal  of  the  special  covenant,  because  that  would 

have  the  effect,  by  construction,  to  make  the  lease  perpetual,  or  to 

call  for  renewals  in  perpetuity.    Such  interests  in  land  are  not 

favored  in  the  law,  and  are  not,  therefore,  upheld  by  construction 

or  deduction  from  general  language. 

a  The  question  of  whether  a  covenant  to  extend  a  lease  implies  the 

%      making  of  a  new  lease,  was  settled  in  this  state  in  Orton  v.  Noonan^ 

27  Wis.  272,  in  the  affirmative,  and  a  fortiori  a  covenant  to  renew 

must  have  the  same  effect. 

4k  The  only  pleadings  in  actions  under  the  Code  are  those  prescribed 

thereby.    It  constitutes  a  complete  system  which  preserves  all 

the  remedies,  both  at  law  and  in  equity,  of  the  old  system  and, 

with  the  rules  of  court,  prescribes  the  methods  of  procedure  and 
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system  of  pleading  by  which  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  is  exer- 
cised and  the  remedies  pursued. 

6l  The  system  of  pleading,  consisting  of  complaint,  demurrer,  answer, 
and  reply,  meets  the  necessities  of  all  parties,  in  all  cases,  and 
in  all  courts.  The  answer  setting  up  new  matter  constituting  a 
counterclaim,  where  a  defendant  seeks  affirmative  relief  against 
a  plaintiff,  and  the  answer  setting  up  facts  entitling  a  defendant 
to  such  relief  against  his  co-dbfendantas  the  court  has  jurisdiction 
to  grant  under  sec.  2883,  R  S.,  take  the  place  of  the  cross  bill  of 
the  old  practice.  The  answer  of  a  defendant,  seeking  relief  of  his 
co-defendant,  is  in  the  nature  of  a  cross  bill,  but  is  an  answer  and 
a  code  pleading  nevertheless. . 

&  A  defendant  seeking  relief  of  a  co-defendant  must  set  up  the  facts 
entitling  him  thereto  by  answer,  and  therein  claim  such  relief,  and 
it  is  proper  for  the  court  to  require  him  to  serve  such  answer  on 
the  defendant  affected  thereby  and  to  require  the  latter  to  plead 
to  such  answer  by  way  of  demurrer  or  reply. 

7,  Where  there  is  an  answer  by  a  defendant,  setting  up  new  matter 
entitling  him  to  relief  against  a  co-defendant,  and  claiming  such 
relief,  and  the  facts  constituting  the  cause  of  action  in  that  re- 
gard, independent  of  the  principal  action,  would  not  entitle  such 
defendant  to  any  relief  in  equity,  if  the  complaint  fails  for  want 
of  equity,  or  is  dismissed,  that  carries  with  it  the  incidental  issues 
between  the  co-defendants. 
[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.] 

Appeals  from  orders  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane  county: 
K.  G.  SiEBEOKBR,  Circuit  Judge.  Beversed  on  plaintiff^ a  ap- 
peal; affirmed  on  that  of  the  defendant  Scribner. 

On  the  1st  day  of  April,  1886,  Wiley  S.  Scribner  leased  to 
the  plaintiff  the  premises  described  in  the  complaint,  for  the 
term  of  ten  years  from  that  day,  "  with  the  privilege  of  a 
renewal."  Since  that  time,  up  to  the  commencement  of  this 
action,  plaintiff  occupied  the  premises  under  said  lease,  and 
performed  all  the  conditions  thereof  on  his  part  to  be  per- 
formed. ,  Subsequent  to  the  making  of  the  lease  the  lessor 
died  and  defendant  Mary  L\  Scribner  became  the  owner  of 
the  property  by  descent,  under  the  laws  of  this  state.  There- 
after she  sold  the  property  and  conveyed  the  same  to  de- 
fendant Kaiser  by  deed  with  full  covenants,  taking  back  a 
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mortgage  to  secure  the  payment  of  $12,000  of  the  purchase 
money.     She  held  the  mortgage  and  the  debt  which  it  se- 
cured at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  this  action. 
Plaintiff  duly  demanded  a  renewal  of  his  lease  for  an  ad- 
ditional term  of  ten  years  by  the  making  of  a  new  lease 
containing  all  the  provisions  of  the  old  one,  except  the  cov- 
enant for  renewal.     The  demand  was  refused.     This  action 
was  brought  against  the  defendant  Scrihier  and  her  vendee, 
Kaiser^  on  a  complaint  setting  forth  all  the  aforesaid  facts. 
Two  causes  of  action  were  set  forth  in  the  complaint,  one 
for  specific  performance  and  the  other  to  quiet  title.    De- 
fendant Scribner  demurred  to  the  complaint:  First,  for  want 
of  jurisdiction  of  the  court  of  the  subject  of  the  action  and 
over  the  person  of  the  defendant;   second,  for  improper 
joinder  of  two  causes  of  action;  third,  for  failure  to  state 
facts  suflScient  to  constitute  a  cause  of  action.   The  demurrer 
was  sustained  upon  the,  ground  that  it  appeared  from  the 
facts  set  forth  in  the  complaint  that  plaintiff  was  entitled 
to  hold  the  leased  premises  for  an  additional  term  by  exten- 
sion of  the  old  lease  under  the  agreement  for  renewal,  and 
was  not  entitled  to  a  new  lease.   Defendant  Kaiser  answered, 
setting  up  facts  entitling  him  to  relief  against  his  grantor 
on  the  covenant  in  his  deed  by  an  abatement  of  the  amount 
of  purchase  money  secured  by  the  mortgage,  to  the  extent 
of  the  damages  that  would  result  to  him  from  the  plaintiff's 
claim  for  a  renewal  of  the  lease,  if  such  claim  prevailed 
against  defendant  Scribner.    Defendant  Scribner  moved  the 
court  to  strike  out  that  part  of  the  answer  constituting,  or 
attempting  to  set  up,  a  cause  of  action  against  her.     The 
motion  was  denied  and  the  court  ruled  that  the  answer  stand 
as  a  cross  complaint  by  defendant  Kaiser  against  his  co- 
defendant.     Thereafter  such  co-defendant  demurred  to  the 
so-called  cross  complaint:  First,  for  want  of  jurisdiction  of 
the  person  of  defendant  and  the  subject  of  the  action ;  second, 
because  several  causes  of  action  were  improperly  joined; 
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third,  for  failure  to  state  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a  cause 
of  action ;  fourth,  for  insufficiency  as  a  counterclaim  or  cross 
complaint.  The  demurrer  was  overruled,  and  exception  to 
the  ruling  was  duly  taken. 

Plaintiff  appealed  from  the  order  sustaining  the  demurrer 
of  defendant  Scribner^  and  she  appealed  from  the  order  over- 
ruling her  demurrer  to  the  so-called  cross  complaint  of  de- 
fendant Kaiser. 

For  the  plaiptifl  there  were  briefs  by  BushneU  c6  Rogers^ 
and  oral  argument  by  A,  R,  BushneU. 

For  the  defendant  Scr^ibner  there  were  briefs  by  Bashford^ 
Aylward  dk  Spensley^  and  oral  argument  by  R.  M.  Bashford. 

For  the  defendant  Kaiser  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the 
brief  of  Hall  dk  Sheldon. 

Marshall,  J.  Upon  the  appeal  of  the  plaintiflf  we  are 
first  called  upon  to  determine  whether  the  agreement  to 
renew  the  lease  was  void  for  uncertainty.  On  that  subject 
iMird  ^^  Boyle^  2  Wis.  431,  is  cited  by  defendant  Scrihner^ 
where  the  court  said,  in  substance,  that  a  general  agreement 
for  a  renewal,  no  time  or.  terms  being  stated,  is  void  for  un- 
certainty. That  appears  to  be  a  clear  adjudication  of  the 
question  before  us.  It  will  not  do  to  ignore  it  by  saying  it 
is  mere  ohiter.  True,  there  was  another  ground  upon  which 
the  case  was  decided,  which  was  plain  and  decisive,  but  the 
decision  was  placed  on  both  grounds,  so  one  was  judicially 
determined  as  well  as  the  other.  But  the  doctrine  there 
announced,  upon  which  the  defendant  relies,  we  may  safely 
venture  to  say  is  not  supported  by  any  subsequent  adjudi- 
cation of  this  court  or  by  reputable  authority  elsewhere. 
It  evidently  did  not  receive  careful  consideration  at  the  time, 
as  a  careful  reading  of  the  authorities  cited  by  the  learned 
judge  who  wrote  the  opinion  fails  to  disclose  any  good  rea- 
son for  basing  the  decision  thereon.  None  of  them  really 
appear  to  touch  the  question. 
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Generally,  every  contract  relating  to  real  estate  must  be 
definite  in  its  terms  in  order  to  bind  the  parties  so  that  a 
court  of  equity  will  enforce  it  by  judgment  for  specific  per- 
formance.   But  where  the  parties  thereto  have  made  their 
contract  in  writing  and  it  will  reasonably  admit  of  two  con- 
structions, the  court  will  prefer  that  which  will  uphold  it 
rather  than  the  one  which  will  defeat  it.    Under  this  famil- 
iar rule,  leases  containing  a  general  promise  to  renew  have 
been  uniformly  held  to  refer  to  the  terms  of  the  lease  in 
which  such  language  is  used,  so  as  to  be,  in  effect,  an  agree- 
ment to  renew  upon  the  precise  terms  and  conditions  therein 
stated,  except  as  to  the  condition  to  renew.    That  has  been 
uniformly  excepted  because  of  the  effect,  otherwise,  to  make 
a  perpetual  lease.     Such  result  is  not  favored  in  the  law,  so 
it  cannot  be  accomplished  by  mere  construction,  but  only  by 
express  and  unmistakable  language.    One  of  the  leading  cases 
on  this  subject,  cited  by  all  text  writers,  is  that  of  Rutgers 
V.  Iluniery  6  Johns.  Ch.  215,  where  the  court  held  that  a  cov- 
enant to.  renew  for  another  term  carried  with  it,  by  impli- 
cation, an  agreement  to  renew  on  the  same  terms  and  con- 
ditions, as  to  all  the  essential  conditions  of  the  lease.    The 
chancellor  said,  in  substance,  that  the  covenant  was  not  void 
for  uncertainty  because  of  the  failure  to  specify  the  terms; 
that  the  words  used  implied  the  same  terms  as  those  con- 
tained in  the  first  lease,  except  the  provision  which  would 
tepd  to  create  an  agreement  for  a  perpetual  lease ;  that  such 
an  extraordinary  covenant  as  that  must  be  supported  by  lan- 
guage clear  and  certain,  and  not  be  deduced  by  construction 
from  the  mere  general  agreement  to  "  renew  the  lease."    To 
the  same  effect  are  CwniiingKam  v.  Pattee,  99  Mass.  24:8; 
Baiilet  V,  Cooky  44  N.  H.  512;  McAdoo  v.  Galium  Bros.  & 
Co,  86  N.  0. 419;  Tracij  v,  Albany  Exchange  Co.  7  K  Y.  472; 
Western   Transp.  Co.  v.  Lansing^  49  N.  T.  499 ;  Hughes  v. 
Windj)fe7inig,  10  Ind.  App.  122.     In  Gear's  Landlord  &  Ten- 
ant (§  102)  the  rule  is  laid  down  thus:  "  A  stipulation  for  re- 
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newal  merely  will  be  enforced,  as  meaning  a  renewal  upon 
the  same  terms,  with  the  exception  of  incidental  covenants, 
including  the  renewal  covenant."  In  Wood,  Landlord  & 
Tenant,  935,  on  the  same  subject,  it  is  said :  "  An  unqualified 
covenant  to  renew  a  lease  involves  the  making  of  a  new 
lease,  ...  -  and  for  the  same  period  as  the  original  lease. 
.  .  .  It  is  well  settled,  however,  that  this  does  not  include 
a  new  covenant  to  renew,  or  any  covenant  of  the  former 
lease  that  has  been  fulfilled  and  is  not  continuous."  And  in 
McAdam,  Landlord  &  Tenant,  255:  "A  covenant  to  renew 
implies  the  same  term  and  rent,  and  perhaps  the  same  con- 
ditions, excepting  that  a  covenant  to  renew  a  lease  under  the 
same  conditions  contained  in  the  original  lease  is  satisfied 
by  the  renewal  of  the  lease,  omitting  the  covenant  to  renew," 
citing  Carr  v.  EllisoTiy  20  Wend.  178.  Many  more  author- 
ities might  be  cited  to  the  same  effect,  but  suffice  it  to  say 
that  all  are  in  substantial  accord. 

The  statement  in  the  early  case  in  this  state  has  evidently 
been  considered  out  of  harmony. with  authorities  generally 
on  the  subject,  as  we  do  not  find  it  referred  to  by  text 
writers  or  courts.  Many  adjudications  may  be  found  to  the 
effect  that  covenants  to  renew  must  specify  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  renewal  or  fail  for  want  of  certainty,  but 
that  requisite  is  met  and  satisfied  by  the  construction  of  the 
general  promise  to  renew  in  connection  with  the  lease  to 
which  it  refers.  When  the  agreement  for  a  renewal  con- 
tains language  other  than  that  appropriate  to  a  general 
promise,  so  that  by  resort  to  the  settled  rules  for  construc- 
tion the  language  of  the  covenant  to  renew  and  conditions 
of  the  renewal  cannot  be  made  certain,  then  such  covenant 
fails  for  want  of  certainty.  Examples  of  such  cases  are 
given  in  Tracy  v.  Albany  Exchange  Go.  7  N.  Y.  472,  such  as  a 
contract  to  renew  upon  such  terms  as  may  be  agreed  upon, 
citing  Whitloc'k  v.  Duffield,  Hoff.  Ch.  110;  4  Kent,  Comm. 
108;  Abeel  v.  Radcliff^  13  Johns.  207.    The  same  cases  are 
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cited  to  illustrate  the  same  proposition  in  McAdam,  Land- 
lord &  T.  255. 

It  follows  from  the  foregoing  that  the  order  appealed 
from  cannot  be  sustained  upon  the  ground  that  the  general 
promise  for  renewal  was  too  indefinite  to  be  enforced,  and 
it  remains  to  be  seen  whether  the  trial  court  was  right  in 
sustaining  the  demurrer  to  the  plaintiffs  complaint  upon 
the  theory  that  a  promise  to  renew  is  equivalent  to  a  promise 
to  extend,  and  that  a  promise  to  extend  does  not  require  or 
contemplate  the  making  of  a  new  lease. 

It  is  not  deemed  necessary  to  discuss,  as  an  original  prop- 
osition, the  question  of  whether  the  general  promise  to  re- 
new a  lease  calls  for  a  new  one,  or  whether,  at  the  option 
of  the  lessee,  it  is  extended  by  the  force  of  the  covenant  it- 
self and  becomes,  in  effect,  a  lease  for  the  additional  term. 
The  latter  construction  was  given  in  Eanlet  v.  Cook^  44  N.  H. 
512,  and  it  has  been  cited  with  approval  by  many  courts  and 
text  writers.  On  the  contrary,  there  is  much  respectable 
authority  to  the  eflfect  that  the  words  "  renew  "  and  "  ex- 
tend "  should  be  construed  in  accordance  with  their  ordinary 
meaning.  Obviously,  one  means  to  prolong,  or  to  lengthen 
out;  the  other,  to  make  over,  to  re-establish,  or  to  rebuild; 
and  those  courts  and  writers  that  have  construed  them  ac- 
cordingly certainly  have  the  best  of  the  argument,  if  the 
judicial  construction  is  to  follow  the  true  definitions  of  the 
words.  We  apprehend  that  no  one  would  seriously  contend 
that  an  agreement  to  renew  a  note  would  be  satisfied  other- 
wise than  by  making  a  new  note  in  place  of  the  old  one.  It 
would  seem  that  the  construction  adhered  to  in  some  juris- 
dictions, that  to  renew  is  equivalent  to  extend,  violates  the 
rules  of  language  to  reach  a  judicial  construction  out  of  har- 
mony with  the  universally  accepted  meaning  of  the  words 
as  defined  by  lexicographers.  That  was  discussed  in  Orton 
V.  JVbanan^  27  Wis.  272,  where  the  renewal  covenant  used 
the  words  "extend  the  lease."    A  careful  reading  of  the 
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two  opinions  filed  in  that  case,  one  by  Dixon,  C.  J*.,  and  one 
by  Mr.  Justice  Cole,  leaves  no  room  for  controversy  but 
that,  while  they  differed  as  to  the^meaning  of  the  term  "to 
extend,"  as  applied  to  the  lease  then  under  consideration, 
they  both  held  that  an  agreement  to  renew  a  lease  called 
for  a  new  one.  Said  the  chief  justice :  "  The  verb  '  to  ex- 
tend'  implies  far  less  than  the  verb  t  to  renew.'  The  one 
means  to  draw  forth,  to  stretch,  to  prolong,  to  protract,  to 
continue;  the  other  to  make  over,  to  make  anew,  to  give  new 
life  to,  to  restore,  recreate,  or  rebuild."  It  was  by  that  process 
of  reasoning  that  he  supported  his  dissent  from  the  opinion 
of  the  court  delivered  by  Mr.  Justice  Cole,  holding  that  the 
agreement  to  extend  for  an  additional  term  contemplated 
the  making  of  a  new  lease.  Though  the  decision  was  ren- 
dered ex  ne^sessitate^  there  being  but  two  members  of  the 
court  who  participated  in  it,  both  were  in  accord  on  the 
question  now  before  us.  In  any  view  of  the  case  the  decis- 
ion settled  the  law  on  the  subject  for  this  court,  contrary  to 
the  decision  of  the  trial  court  challenged  on  this  appeal,  and 
no  reason  is  perceived  why,  after  the  lapse  of  a  quarter  of  a 
century,  the  controversy  should  be  considered  open  for  dis- 
cussion, especially  on  the  question  of  whether  an  "  agreement 
to  renew  "  and  "  agreement  to  extend  "  are  equivalent  terms. 
If  they  are,  then  the  question  of  whether  a  general  agree- 
ment to  renew  C9ntemplates  a  new  lease,  is  foreclosed,  be- 
cause it  was  there  held  that  an  agreement  to  extend  has 
that  effect.  And  if  they  are  not  equivalent  terms,  then  the 
distinction  between  them  is  in  favor  of  the  contention  that 
a  ne-w  lease  is  required  to  satisfy  an  agreement  to  renew. 
The  decision,  though  ex  necessitatCy  especially  after  the  lapse 
of  so  much  time,  must  be  considered  just  as  binding  as  a 
rule  of  law  on  this  court  and  all  courts  of  this  state,  and 
between  all  parties,  where  the  same  question  arises,  as  if  it 
were  rendered  by  the  unanimous  or  a  majority  voice  of  this 
court.     Stare  decisis^  et  non  quieta  movere. 
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What  has  preceded  leaves  no  further  question  for  consid- 
eration on  plaintiil's  appeal,  and  it  must  result  in  a  reversal 
of  the  order  sustaining  the  demurrer  to  the  complaint. 

On  the  appeal  of  defendant  Mary  Z.  Scrxbner  from  the 
order  overruling  her  demurrer  to  the  answer  of  defendant 
Kaiser^  which  answer  is  termed  a  cross  bill,  the  chief  con- 
tention is  that  the  demurrer  reached  back  to  the  first  plead- 
ing, i.  e.  the  complaint  of  the  plaintiff,  and  should  have  been 
sustained  upon  the  same  ground  as  that  upon  which  the  de- 
murrer of  defendant  Kaiser  to  such  complaint  was  sustained; 
that  the  complaint  failing,  the  cross  bill,  so  called,  was  car- 
ried down  with  it.  We  having  held  that  the  demurrer  to 
the  complaint  was  improperly  sustained,  the  point  upon 
which,  as  stated,  defendant  Sorihier  chiefly  relies  is  no  longer 
necessarily  in  the  case  for  a  decision.  But  as  the  question 
of  practice  is  here,  is  important,  and  may  have  some  future 
bearing  on  the  disposition  of  the  case,  we  have  determined 
to  decide  it  on  account  of  such  probable  future  bearing  on 
this  litigation,  and  as  a  guide  in  future  cases  as  well. 

The  fraraers  of  the  Code  clearly  intended  to  abolish  all 
distinctions  between  actions  at  law  and  suits  in  equity,  to 
abolish  the  forms  of  all  such  actions,  and  to  provide  that, 
in  this  state,  there  shall  be  but  one  form  of  action  for  the 
enforcement  or  protection  of  private  rights  and  the  redress 
or  prevention  of  private  wrongs,  which  is  denominated  a 
civil  action.  E.  S.  sec.  2600.  So  it  is  not  left  for  the  courts 
to  invent  new  forms  of  action  in  that  regard,  or  use  old 
forms  except  as  preserved  in  some  way  by  the  Code.  Gen- 
erally, all  persons  having  an  interest  in  the  subject  of  an 
action,  and  in  obtaining  the  relief  demanded,  may  be  joined 
as  plaintiffs.  E.  S.  sec.  2602.  And  any  person  may  be 
made  a  defendant  who  has,  or  claims  to  have,  an  interest  in 
the  controversy  adverse  to  the  plaintiff,  or  who  is  a  neces- 
sary party  to  a  complete  determination  or  settlement  of  the 
questions  involved  therein.    E.  S.  sec.  2603.    Also,  any  per- 
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son  whose  presence  is  necessary  to  a  complete  determination 
of  the  controversy,  and  any  person  having  such  an  interest 
in  the  subject  matter  of  the  controversy  as  requires  his 
presence  for  his  due  protection,  may  be  made  a  party.  R.  S. 
sec.  2610.  So  the  Code  is  quite  as  broad  as  the  old  practice, 
so  far  as  relates  to  parties  plaintiflf  and  defendant.  Now  as 
to  pleading,  it  provides  that  the  forms  of  pleading  for  civil 
actions,  and  the  rules  by  which  the  sufficiency  of  the  same 
are  determined,  are  those  prescribed  by  the  statute  (R.  S. 
sec.  2644);  that  the  first  pleading  on  the  part  of  the  plaint- 
iff shall  be  the  complaint  (R.  S.  sec.  2G45);  that  the  first 
pleading  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  shall  be  a  demurrer 
or  answer,  and  that  the  answer  may  contain  a  general  or 
specific  denial  of  each  material  allegation  of  the  complaint, 
controverted  by  the  defendant,  or  a  statement  of  new  mat- 
ter constituting  a  defense  or  counterclaim  to  the  cause  of 
action  set  forth  in  the  complaint.  R.  S.  sec.  2655.  To  the 
answer  the  plaintiff  may  demur  to  the  defensive  part,  and 
may  reply  or  demur  to  the  counterclaim.  That  seems  to 
compose  the  whole  scheme  for  forming  issues  and  present- 
ing questions  for  determination  in  all  actions,  whether  here- 
tofore denominated  legal  or  equitable,  so  far  as  expressly 
provided  for.  It  is  said  that  the  counterclaim  of  the  Code 
was  intended  to  preserve  to  a  defendant  all  remedies  he 
formerly  had,  either  in  an  action  at  law  or  by  a  bill  in 
equity  or  a  cross  bill  on  similar  facts.  2  "Wait,  Pr.  476,  and 
cases  cited.  Said  Bosworth,  J.,  in  Gleason  v.  Moeuy  2  Duer, 
639:  "The  counterclaim  secures  to  the  defendant  full  relief, 
which  a  separate  action  at  law,  or  a  bill  in  chancery,  or  a 
cross  bill,  could  have  secured  to  him  on  an  allegation  or 
proof  of  the  same  facts,  but  it  relates  to  only  such  causes  of 
action  as  exist  against  the  plaintiff,  and  might,  in  their  nat- 
ure, be  the  basis  of  an  action  against  him  at  the  suit  of  the 
defendant." 

Van  Santvoord,  in  his  work  on  Pleading  (page  574),  after 
Vou»8— 8 
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discussing  generally  the  purposes  of  the  cross  bill  under  the 
old  practice,  says:  "  All  these  various  matters  which,  under 
the  equity  practice,  were  proper  subjects  for  a  cross  bill^ 
where  the  object  was  for  relief  and  not  discovery,  are  sup- 
posed to  be  within  the  term  *  counterclaim,'  as  used  in  the 
Code,  and  may  be  set  up  by  the  defendant  in  the  action.  .  .  . 
Across  bill  was  sometimes  necessary  in.  adjusting  equities 
between  the  defendants,  as  where  the  court  could  not  make 
a  complete  decree  without  bringing  other  matter  before  the 
court  to  be  litigated  by  the  proper  parties  and  upon  the 
proper  proofs.  In  such  cases  it  became  necessary  for  one 
or  more  of  the  defendants  to  file  a  cross  bill.  '.  .  .  Thi^y 
in  a  proper  case^  under  the  Code,  it  seems,  may  also  he  done 
iy  an  answer, ^^  The  same  writer,  in  his  work  on  Equity 
Pleading,  touching  the  same  subject,  uses  language  indicat- 
ing that  in  his  opinion  the  cross  bill  of  the  old  practice  is 
retained  under  the  Code  for  some  purposes.  The  cases  he 
cites,  however,  all  treat  the  pleading  as  the  answer  of  the 
Code,  as,  for  example,  Bogardus  v.  ParTcer,  7  How.  Pr.  305, 
where  the  pleading  was  an  answer  claiming  aflSrmative  re- 
lief on  appropriate  allegations  of  facts,  and  the  court  said, 
in  effect,  that  on  such  a  pleading,  under  the  statute,  the 
court  could  determine  ultimate  rights  between  co-defendants 
and  enter  the  appropriate  judgment.  The  author  cites  the 
same  cases  in  his  work  on  Pleading,  to  support  the  text 
there  that  the  relief  formerly  obtainable  by  cross  bill  is  ob- 
tainable under  the  Code  by  answer  setting  up  the  facts  and 
claiming  such  relief.  That  is  in  accord  with  Baylies  on 
Pleading  under  the  New  York  Code  (page  277),  citing  pro- 
visions of  such  Code,  hereafter  mentioned.  Wait,  on  the 
same  subject  (vol.  2, p.  476),  says:  "While  there  are  cases  in 
New  York  that  intimate  that  cross  bills  in  some  cases  are 
necessary,  nowhere  is  it  expressly  decided  that  a  resort  to 
cross  pleading  under  the  Code  is  allowable  or  proper,  or 
that  there  can  bo  any  case  of  a  failure  of  justice  resulting 
from  an  inability  to  interpose  them." 
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The  apparent  uncertainty  in  the  practice,  to  which  refer- 
ence was  made  in  the  last  quotation,  was  subsequently  rem- 
edied by  a  statute  which  did  not  provide  for  any  additional 
pleadings,  but  regulated  the  practice  so  as  to  make  the  Code 
pleadings  more  certainly  fit  the  necessities  of  all  cases.  In 
Nea3  Torh  S,  cfe  T.  Co.  v.  Saratoga  O,  &  E.  L.  Go.  88  Hun, 
569,  Herriok,  J.,  speaking  on  the  same  subject,  said,  in  effect, 
that  the  cross  action,  with  the  forms  of  procedure  relative 
thereto,  no  longer  exists ;  that  the  forms  of  pleading  in  all  ac- 
tions are  prescribed  by  the  Code,  and  that  alone. 

"Without  further  reference  to  authorities,  we  think  there 
can  be  no  escaping  the  conclusion  that  cross  bills,  strictly  so 
called,  were  done  away  with  by  the  Code.  Nevertheless,  all 
the  remedies  of  the  old  practice  are  preserved  and  intended 
to  be  worked  out  through  the  forms  of  pleading  which  the 
Code  prescribes.  As  we  have  shown,  any  person  interested 
in  the  controversy  adversely  to  the  plaintiff,  or  necessary  to  a 
complete  determination  or  settlement  of  the  questions  in- 
volved therein,  or  so  interested  in  the  subject  matter  of  the 
controversy  as  to  require  his  presence  for  his  due  protection, 
is  a  necessary  or  a  proper  party  defendant,  hence  entitled  to 
plead  and  to  set  forth  by  the  pleading  the  facts  warranting 
the  relief  which  the  court  has  jurisdiction  to  grant.  The 
scope  of  the  pleading  must  necessarily  be  broad  enough  to 
present  all  the  questions  which  the  court  may  properly  de- 
cide in  the  action  and  settle  by  its  decree,  including  any  con- 
troversy between  parties  defendant  which  the  court  can 
determine  without  prejudice  to  the  rights  of  others  or  by 
saving  their  rights.  E.  S.  sec.  2610.  "Judgment  may  be 
given  for  »r  against  one  or  more  of  several  defendants,  and 
it  may  determine  the  ultimate  rights  of  the  parties  on  each 
side,  as  between  themselves,  and  may  grant  to  the  defendant 
any  aflBrmative  relief  to  which  he  may  be  entitled,"  etc. 
IL  S.  sec.  2883.  So  the  relief  that  may  be  obtained  in  the 
action  is  quite  as  broad  as  under  the  old  practice. 


116         SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.  [98 

Kollock  Ts.  Scribnec  and  another. 

It  follows,  necessaril}',  that  a  defendant  who  seeks  affirm- 
ative relief  against  a  co-defendant  cannot  obtain  it  under  a 
counterclaim  strictly  so  called,  because  that  is  a  proper  plead- 
ing only  as  against  the  plaintiff.  So  it  is  clear  that  the 
Code  is  deficient  in  respect  to  providing  for  the  necessary 
pleadings  upon  which  to  adjudicate  the  questions  that  may 
be  settled  by  the  decree,  qnless  the  answer  of  the  defendant 
who  seeks  affirmative  relief  against  his  co-defendant  in  re- 
spect to  a  matter  germane  to  the  subject  of  the  action  may 
be  in  the  nature  of  a  cross  bill  under  the  old  practice,  but  a 
substitute  therefor,  and  the  answer  of  the  Code,  neverthe- 
less. That  would  seem  to  be  the  intent  of  the  f  ramers  of 
the  Code,  and  such  was  the  holding  in  New  York  before  the 
passage  of  the  law  (§  760,  Stover's  N.  Y.  Code)  providing 
for  cross  actions,  and  §  621,  which  provides  that  where  the 
judgment  may  determine  ultimate  rights  as  between  defend- 
unts,  one  who  requires  such  determination  must  demand  it 
in  his  answer,  and  must,  at  least  twenty  days  before  the 
trial,  serve  a  copy  of  his  answer  upon  the  attorney  for  each 
of  the  defendants  affected  thereby.  It  is  said  in  the  note 
by  the  compilers  of  the  Code,  that  this  provision  was  en- 
acted to  supply  an  omission  to  regulate  procedure  under 
§  1204,  which  is  identical  with  sec.  2S83  of  our  statutes,  re- 
lating to  the  power  of  the  court  to  settle  ultimate  rights 
between  co-defendants,  and  render  the  proper  administration 
of  the  law  under  it  certain.  The  note  states  that  without 
some  provision  regulating  the  practice,  the  administration 
of  the  remedies  under  the  section  to  which  it  refers  was 
difficult.  That  came  from  the  fact  that  a  person  seeking 
relief  against  a  co-defendant  was  entitled,  by  answer,  to  set 
forth  all  the  facts  requisite  to  entitle  him  to  such  relief,  and 
was  not  required  by  statute  to  serve  his  answer  upon  the 
defendant  affected  thereby,  and  the  courts  were  in  conflict 
as  to  whether  service  was  required  independent  of  the  stat- 
.ute.     Bogardus  v.  Parker^  7  How.  Pr.  305;  Tracy  v.  ^.  Y. 
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S.  K  Mfg,  Co.  1  E.  D.  Smith,  349.  The  reason  given  by  the^ 
courts  of  some  states  having  a  code  practice,  for  holding 
the  cross  bill  of  the  old  practice  not  done  away  with  by  such 
Code,  can  hardly  apply  here  any  more  than  in  New  Tork^ 
from  whence  our  Code  was  taken.  Its  framers  intended  to 
devise  a  perfect  system  that  would  vest  in  one  coilirt  power 
to  administer  all  the  remedies,  both  at  law  and  in  equity, 
which  formerly  existed,  to  be  worked  out  in  one  form  of 
action  and  with  one  system  of  pleading.  As  said  by  Mr, 
Justice  Hbrrick,  in  New  York  S.  (&  T.  Co,  v.  SarcUoga  G. 
&  R  L.  Co.  88  Hun,  569:  "While  all  remedies,  both  in  law 
and  equity,  have  been  undoubtedly  preserved,  the  method 
of  procedure  by  which  the  jurisdiction  shall  be  exercised 
and  the  remedies  pursued  have  been  entirely  changed,  and 
will  now  be  found  in  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  and  the 
rules  of  court." 

It  follows,  without  room  for  reasonable  controversy,  that 
the  counterclaim  of  the  Code,  in  equitable  actions,  is  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  cross  bill  of  the  former  equity  practice,  where 
the  affirmative  relief  sought  by  the  defendant  is  against  the 
plaintiff,  and  that  the  provisions  of  law  permitting  defend- 
ants to  litigate  between  themselves  matters  germane  to  the 
subject  of  the  complaint,  carries  with  it  the  right  of  the  de- 
fendant seeking  relief  in  that  regard  to  serve  an  answer  in* 
the  action  in  the  nature  of  a  cross  bill,  setting  up  the  facts 
and  claiming  such  relief.  Such  an  answer,  however,  is  es- 
sentially a  code  pleading,  and  though  the  court  may  require 
it  to  be  served  on  the  defendant  affected  thereby ,^ such  serv- 
ice is  not  necessary  unless  so  ordered  to  preserve  the  right 
of  the  party  to  have  the  questions  presented  by  such  answer 
tried  and  settled  by  the  decree,  if  the  co-defendant  affected 
is  before  the  cocTrt. 

Some  confusion  has  no  doubt  arisen  by  reason  of  refer- 
ences, in  decisions,  to  the  answer  of  a  defendant  seeking 
relief  of  his  co-defendant  in  a  proper  case,  as  a  cross  bili^ 
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leaving  it  to  be  inferred  that  it  was  the  cross  bill  of  the  old 
practice  and  governed  thereby,  instead  of  an  answer  in  the 
nature  of  a  cross  bill,  clearly  contemplated  and  authorized 
by  the  Code.  In  Northwestern  M.  L,  Lis,  Co.  v.  Park  Hotel 
Co,  37  Wis.  125,  the  question  was  suggested  but  not  decided, 
as  to  whether  affirmative  relief  can  be  obtained  against  a  co- 
defendant  on  an  answer  setting  up  a  counterclaim.  In  Hojh 
kins  V.  Gilman^  47  Wis.  581,  there  was  an  answer  in  the 
nature  of  a  cross  bill  and  treated  as  such,  but  nothing  was 
said  about  the  practice  in  such  cases.  In  Trester  v.  Shehoy- 
gariy  87  Wis.  496,  the  question  was  again  suggested  but  not 
decided,  as  to  whether  a  defendant  can  obtain  affirmative 
relief  against  a  co-defendant  upon  a  counterclaim.  In  Ballin 
V.  Merchant^  Exch,  Bank^  89  Wis.  278,  it  was  held  that  a 
defendant  seeking  relief  from  his  co-defendant  must  raise 
the  question  for  a  decision  by  the  court  by  some  appropri- 
ate pleading,  and  it  was  suggested  that  a  cross  complaint 
was  proper,  as  under  the  old  equity  practice,  but  the  ques- 
tion of  what  was  the  appropriate  practice  was  not  necessa- 
rily involved  in  the  case  further  than  that  a  question  between 
defendants,  calling  for  affirmative  relief,  must  be  raised  by 
an  appropriate  pleading. 

It  follows  that  a  defendant,  in  any  case  where  the  court 
has  jurisdiction  to  grant  him  affirmative  relief,  may  set  up 
the  facts  entitling  him  thereto  by  answer  in  the  nature  of  a 
cross  bill,  if  he  is  not  so  circumstanced  as  to  set  up  the  same 
by  way  of  counterclaim.  It  is  also  the  proper  practice  to 
serve  the  answer  on  the  defendant  affected  thereby,  and 
proper  for  the  court,  in  the  exercise  of  its  inherent  power, 
to  require  such  service  to  be  made,  and  to  cause  the  issues 
to  be  narrowed  and  sharply  presented  for  adjudication  by 
requiring  the  defendant  against  whom  relief  is  sought  to 
plead  to  the  answer  setting  up  the  cross  demand.  Such  was 
the  practice  in  this  case,  and  the  fact  that  the  court  saw  fit 
to  designate  the  pleading  of  the  defendant  Kaiser  a  cross 
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bill  or  cross  complaint  did  not  change  it.  The  pleading  was 
authorized  by  the  Code, —  it  was  really  the  substitute  for 
the  cross  bill  under  the  old  practice;  and  whether  it  be 
called  a  cross  complaint,  or  cross  bill,  or  answer  in  the  nature 
of  a  cross  bill,  makes  very  little  difference. 

It  is  considered  that  the  matter  contained  in  the  answer 
was  germane  to  the  subject  of  the  action,  hence  properly 
pleadable;  and  it  remains  to  be  seen  what  the  effect  is  of  a 
dismissal  of  a  complaint  upon  the  answer  of  a  defendant 
seeking  to  obtain  relief  against  a  co-defendant  for  matters 
not  pleadable  themselves  as  a  cause  of  action  in  equity. 
There  being  no  statute  on  the  subject  providing  for  retain- 
ing the  case  in  such  a  situation  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
the  ultimate  rights  of  co-defendants  between  themselves, 
the  proper  practice  to  be  followed  is  that  which  formerly 
existed,  that  is,  the  answer  of  the  defendant  falls  with  the 
complaint  and  the  entire  action  is  at  an  end.  Under  the  old 
practice,  though  the  court  would  retain  a  case  to  determine 
the  questions  raised  by  the  cross  bill  claiming  affirmative 
relief  as  between  the  defendant  and  the  plaintiff,  where  the 
cause  of  action  in  such  a  bill  was  equitable  in  its  nature,  the 
rule  was  otherwise  where  the  relief  sought  thereby  could  be 
obtained  by  legal  remedies.  The  reason  for  that  rule  ap- 
plies with  greater  force  as  between  co-defendants.  Here 
the  relief  sought  by  defendant  Kaiser^ 8  answer  was  an  abate- 
ment of  the  debt  due  to  his  grantor  by  way  of  an  assess- 
ment of  damages  for  breach  of  the  covenants  in  his  deed. 
That  was  a  matter  for  which  there  was  an  adequate  remedy 
at  law,  and  which  could  not  be  settled  in  an  equitable  action 
other  than  as  auxiliary  to  an  equitable  action  to  which  it 
was  germane  or  in  some  way  connected,  so  as  to  bring  the 
defendant  before  the  court  as  a  party  on  that  account.  So, 
as  the  case  stood  before  the  trial  court,  the  dismissal  of  the 
complaint  for  failure  to  state  a  cause  of  action  in  equity, 
properly  carried  the  answer  of  defendant  Kaiser  with  it  on 
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the  demurrer  of  the  defendant  Scribner,  Nevertheless,  as 
we  hold  that  the  demurrer  to  the  complaint  was  improperly 
sustained,  such  order  on  plaintiffs  appeal  must  be  reversed, 
and  the  order  overruling  the  demurrer  to  the  answer  sus- 
tained. 

By  the  Court — So  ordered,  and  that  the  cause  be  re- 
manded for  further  proceedings  according  to  law. 


Beown,  Appellant,  vs.  Edward  P.  Allis  Company  and  others, 

Respondents. 
Bbown,  Respondent,  vs.  Edward  P.  Allis  Company,  imp., 

Appellant. 
Brown,  Respondent,  vs.  Patterson,  Assignee,  imp..  Appel- 
lant. 

November  ISC — December  10, 1807, 

(1,  2)  Mechanics^  liens:  Separate  contracts:  Evidence:  Priority.    (3)  Ap- 
pealable order. 

!•  The  owners  of  a  building  entered  into  a  written  contract  with  A. 
to  equip  it  with  the  necessary  machinery  for  a  flouring  mill,  every 
article  to  be  furnished  being  expressly  indicated.  About  two 
weeks  after  the  contract  had  been  completed  and  accepted  in 
writing,  and  after  the  mill  had  been  in  operation  about  that  length 
of  time,  the  owners  purchased  new  pulleys  of  A.  for  the  purpose 
of  increasing  the  power.  Within  six  months  from  the  date  of  the 
charge  for  said  pulleys,  but  more  than  six  months  from  the  date 
of  the  last  charge  under  the  written  contract,  A.  filed  a  claim  for  a 
lien  against  the  premises  for  the  purchase  price  of  all  the  materials 
furnished.  Held,  that  the  pulleys  were  furnished  under  a  separate 
contract,  and  the  claim  was  therefore  flled  too  late  to  preserve  the 
lien  for  the  materials  furnished  under  the  written  contract 

2,  A  building  was  constructed  and  equipped  as  a  macaroni  factory 
and  operated  as  such  for  about  two  weeks.  The  owners  then  put 
in  flouring-mill  machinery.  In  an  action  to  determine  the  prior- 
ity of  various  liens  and  mortgages  on  the  premises,  the  admission 
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of  evidence  that  the  owners  had  no  intention  of  putting  in  the 
milling  machinery  until  after  the  macaroni  factory  had  been  com- 
pleted is  held  not  to  have  been  error. 
8L  Under  ch.  212,  Laws  of  1895,  an  order  refusing  to  grant  a  new  trial 
is  not  appealable. 

APPEALS  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Sauk 
county:  K.  G.  Siebeoker,  Circuit  Judge.  Affirmed  in  part; 
reversed  vn  part. 

This  was  an  action  to  foreclose  certain  mechanics'  liens 
on  the  premises  in  question,  assigned  to  the  plaintiflf,  and  to 
have  them,  with  the  mortgage  executed  thereon  to  him,  ad- 
judged a  first  lien  on  the  premises. 

The  defendants  Christian  Johnson  and  Enos  Johnson^  in 
the  spring  of  1895,  were  the  owners  and  in  possession  of  lot  1, 
block  11,  in  the  city  of  Baraboo,  Wisconsin.  They  made  a 
contract  with  Graf  &  Netcher,  builders,  for  the  construction 
of  a  building  thereon,  to  be  used  for  a  macaroni  factory  and 
for  a  warehouse  and  feed-mill  purposes.  James  L.  Stewart 
furnished  the  lumber,  Marriott  Bros,  furnished  the  hard- 
ware, aVid  Graf  &  Netcher  did  the  carpenter  work.  Thie^ 
claims  of  these  parties  for  material  furnished  and  work  done 
not  having  been  paid,  they  filed  liens  against  the  premises 
for  the  unpaid  balance.  The  validity  and  justice  of  these 
claims  were  admitted.  In  June,  1895,  the  Johnsons  needed 
money  for  paying  a  balance  due  on'  the  lot,  and  to  pay  for 
the  macaroni  machinery.  The  plaintiff  furnished  them  $1,700 
June  12, 1895,  and  took  a  mortgage  on  the  premises  as  secu- 
rity, no  part  of  which  has  been  paid.  A  second  mortgage 
thereon,  for  $500,  was  given  by  them  July  12,  1895,  to  the 
defendant  Anna  Olennon^  which  is  a  third  lien.  About  the 
6th  of  July,  1895,  after  the  building  had  been  completed 
and  the  macaroni  machinery  had  been  runnirrg  about  two 
weeks,  Wi^  Johnsons  determined  to  use  the  building  for  flour- 
ing-mill  purposes^  provided  it  was  suitable  and  the  engine 
which    they  had  was  of  sufficient  size  to  drive  mill  ma- 
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chinery.  They  conferred  with  the  defendant  th6  Edward 
P.  Alli8  Company^  and  on  the  6th  of  July,  1895,  made  an 
agreement  with  it  by  which  that  company  agreed  to  furnish 
the  necessary  mill  machinery  for  that  purpose,  amounting 
in  all  to  over  $2,800.  On  the  2d  of  March,  1896,  the  John- 
sons made  a  voluntary  assignment  for  the  benefit  of  their 
creditors.  On  the  27th  day  of  April,  1896,  the  defendant 
the  Edward  P,  Allis  Company  filed  a  material  man's  lien 
against  the  property  in  question,  the  validity  of  which  is 
the  principal  question  in  dispute. 

On  the  14:th  of  May,  1896,  the  plaintiff,  having  bought  up 
the  liens  of  the  Marriott  Bros.,  James  L.  Stewart,  and  Graf 
<fc  Netcher,  commenced  this  action  to  foreclose  the  liens 
80  assigned  to  him,  and,  among  other  things,  demanded 
judgment  that  his  mortgage  be  adjudged  a  first  lien  on 
said  premises.  Upon  the  trial  the  court  found  that  the 
plaintiff's  liens  and  his  mortgage  were  a  first  lien  upon  the 
premises;  that  the  lien  claimed  by  the  Edward  P.  AUis 
Company  was  a  second  lien ;  that  the  Glennon  mortgage,  of 
$500,  was  a  third  lien ;  and  that  any  balance  arising  from  a 
sa^le  of  the  premises  should  go  to  the  assignee;  and  judg- 
ment was  rendered  accordingly.  The  Edward  P.  Allis 
Company  claims  that  its  lien  is  a  valid  lien,  and  is  co-ordi- 
nate with  the  liens  so  assigned  and  transferred  to  the  plaint- 
iff, and  has  priority  over  his  mortgage. 

The  assignee  of  the  Johnsons^  Mark  L.  Patterson^  ap- 
pealed from  that  part  of  the  judgment  which  finds  and 
adjudges  that  the  Edward  P.  Allis  Company  has  any  legal 
lien  at  all,  insisting  that  it  had  lost  its  right  to  any  lien 
whatever,  and  demanding  that  the  judgment  should  be  so 
modified  as  to  give  the  plaintiff,  Ililand  C,  Brown^  a  first 
lien  by  virtue  of  his  mortgage  and  the  liens  assigned  to  him, 
and  to  Anna  Glennon  a  second  lien  for  $500,  and  that  any 
surplus  arising  from  a  sale  of  the  property,  after  paying 
such  liens,  should  go  to  him  as  such  assignee.    The  plaint- 
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ifiF,  miand  C.  Brown^  appealed  from  that  part  of  the  judg- 
ment which  adjudges  that  the  defendant  the  Edioard  P. 
Allis  Company  has  a  valid  claim  for  a  mechanic's  lien  upon 
the  premises  and  real  estate  described  in  the  judgment.  The 
defendant  the  Edxoard  P.  Allis  Company  appealed  from 
that  portion  of  the  judgment  wherein  it  is  adjudged  that 
the  claim  of  the  said  defendant  the  Edward  P.  Allis  Com- 
pany for  a  mechanic's  lien  upon  the  premises  and  real  estate 
in  said  judgment  described  is  inferior,  subsequent,  and  sub- 
ordinate to  the  claims  of  the  plaintiff,  Uiland  G.  Brown^  on 
account  of  the  mechanics'  liens  and  the  mortgaore  of  the 
plaintiff;  and  also  from  the  order  of  the  circuit  court,  made 
January  14,  1897,  denying  and  refusing  its  motion  to  set 
aside  said  judgment,  and  grant  a  new  trial  of  the  action,  on 
the  ground  of  newly  discovered  evidence. 

The  contract  between  the  Johnsons  and  the  said  Edward 
P.  Allis  Company  was  in  writing,  wherein  and  whereby 
said  company  expressly  indicated  every  article  that  was  to 
be  furnished  by  it ;  and  the  evidence  shows  that  this  com- 
pany furnished  everything  that  it  was  to  furnish  under  said 
contract,  and  that  the  machinery  was  put  in  place  and  set 
running  about  November  1  of  the  same  year,  at  which  time 
the  Johnsons  accepted  it  in  writing.  About  two  weeks  after 
such  acceptance,  and  after  the  mill  had  been  running  about 
that  length  of  time,  the  Johnsons  concluded  to  make  a  change 
in  it,  by  getting  some  larger  pulleys,  which  would  have  a 
tendency  to  increase  the  power,  and  for  that  purpose  ordered 
some  extra  machinery  of  the  said  Edioard  P.  Allis  Company^ 
on  the  25th  of  November,  1895,  amounting  to  $52.37.  This 
was  the  last  item  and  date  thereof  in  the  claim,  of  matters 
furnished  by  said  company  for  said  mill ;  and,  including  it, 
the  company  claimed  also  the  sum  of  $2,558.54:,  under  the 
written  contract  between  it  and  the  Johnsons^  but  did  not 
file  its  claim  of  lien  until  the  27th  day  of  April,  1896.  The 
purchase  made  by  the  Johnsons  of  the  Edward  P.  Allis  Comr 
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pariy  on  November  25, 1895,  was  a  separate  and  independent 
account  or  transaction,  and  was  not  any  part  of  the  original 
contract  in  writing,  which  had  been  fully  performed  and 
accepted  before  such  additional  purchase.  Under  the  orig- 
inal contract,  the  Edward  P.  AUis  Company  retained  title 
to  the  property  furnished  by  them  until  performance  and 
acceptance  of  their  work.  Their  lien  was  not  filed  until 
more  than  six  months  after  the  date  of  the  charge  for  the 
work  specified  in  such  original  contract. 

At  the  trial,  the  plaintiff  was  allowed,  against  the  objec- 
tion of  the  defendant  the  Edward  P.  AUis  Cmn/pany^  to  in- 
troduce parol  evidence  to  the  effect  that  the  Johtuons  in  the 
beginning  only  intended  to  erect  a  macaroni  and  feed  mill 
and  warehouse,  and  that  such  mill  was  fully  completed  some 
time  in  June,  1895,  and  had  been  so  completed  and  in  oper- 
ation for  about  two  weeks  before  the  Johnsons  determined 
to  put  in  flouring-mill  machinery;  and  the  court  found  ac- 
cordingly, and  that,  as  the  evidence  showed,  they  did  not 
determine  to  add  a  milling  plant  to  the  factory  until  between 
the  4th  and  the  6th  of  July,  1895.  The  evidence  on  this 
subject  is  quite  clear  and  convincing. 

The  plaintiff  in  his  complaint  alleged  that  the  claim  of  the 
Edward  P,  AUis  Company^  filed  April  27,  1896,  was  un- 
founded in  fact,  and  that  no  right  existed  therefor;  and  said 
company  defendant  set  up  its  claim  for  mechanic's  lien  by 
way  of  counterclaim,  containing  allegations  looking  to  a 
foreclosure  of  said  lien.  The  plaintiff,  in  his  reply,  denied 
that  the  last  item  of  machinery  was  furnished  November  25, 
1895,  but  averred  that  it  was  furnished  Jul}'  6,  1895,  and 
denied  that  the  claim  of  the  Edward  P.  AUis  Company  for 
a  lien  was  filed  within  six  months  from  the  date  of  the  last 
charge  for  furnishing  such  machinery  and  material. 

Herman  Groiophorst^  for  the  plaintiff  and  the  defendant 
PaUerson. 

G.  Stevens^  for  the  Edward  P.  AUis  Company. 
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PiNNBY,  J.  1.  The  principal  question  in  this  case  is  whether 
the  defendant  the  Edward  P,  Allis  Company  has  a  me- 
■chanio's  lien  on  the  premises  described  in  the  complaint,  and, 
if  so,  its  date  and  amount.  This  point  determined,  all  other 
questions  are  free  from  difficulty.  The  only  interest  the  de- 
fendant the  Edward  P.  Allis  Company  asserts  is  under  the 
lien  it  filed  April  27,  1896,  more  than  six  pionths  after  that 
company  had  performed  its  written  contract  with  thce/b/m- 
%on%  and  performance  of  it  had  been  accepted.  The  amount 
that  thus  became  due  to  it  was  $2,870.  This  was  an  entire 
transaction.  The  claim  for  lien  is  for  this  item,  and  the 
amount  of  an  entirely  separate  and  independent  transaction, 
an  item  of  §52.37,  for  pulleys,  etc.,  furnished  November  25, 
1895.  This  made  its  entire  claim,  consisting  of  two  items, 
§2,922.37,  upon  which  $500  had  been  paid,  leaving  a  balance 
due  of  $2,422.37.  The  evidence  is  entirely  clear  on  this  point. 
Over  four  months  elapsed  between  the  performance  of  the 
written  contract,  under  which  the  amount  due  on  it  accrued, 
and  the  contract  for  the  $52.37,  of  November  25, 1895.  The 
matter  of  this  last  sum  was  entirely  outside  of  the  written 
contract. 

The  statute  (sec.  3318,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.)  provides  that 
"  no  lien  hereby  given  shall  exist,  and  no  action  to  enforce 
the  same  shall  be  maintained,  unless  within  six  months  from 
the  date  of  the  last  charge  for  performing  such  work  or 
labor,  or  of  the  furnishing  of  such  materials,  a  claim  for  lien 
shall  be  filed,"  etc.  The  claim  for  lien  was  confessedly  filed 
more  than  six  months  after  the  date  of  the  charge  under  the 
written  contract.  No  connection  in  fact  or  in  law  is  shown 
between  these  two  contracts.  Where  there  are  several  items 
of  account  for  goods  sold  at  different  times,  there  must  be 
•either  an  express  contract,  or  the  circumstances  must  be  such 
as  to  raise  an  implied  contract  embracing  all  the  items,  so 
as  to  make  them  single  or  entire.  Secor  v.  Sturgis^  16  N.  Y. 
548.     There  was  here  no  such  express   contract,  and  no 
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implied  contract  embracing  all  the  items.  Zimmerman  v. 
Erhard,,  83  N.  Y.  74.  Where  a  party  furnishes  materials 
for  a  building  at  different  times,  in  order  to  have  a  lien  for 
the  whole  amount  furnished,  and  that  a  lien  might  be  filed 
one  year  after  the  date  of  the  last  charge,  it  was  held  such 
materials  must  have  been  furnished  under  one  contract. 
Fowler  v.  Bailley^  14  Wis.  126.  And  where  work  is  done 
in  the  erection  of  a  building  according  to  a  contract,  and 
where  there  is  an  acceptance  of  such  work,  a  lien  therefor 
must  be  filed  within  six  months  after  such  completion  or 
acceptance.  Berry  v.  Turner^  45  Wis.  105.  This  view  is 
supported  by  the  case  otFish  Creek  B,  &  L,  D.  Co.  v.  First 
Nat  BanTc,  80  Wis.  630. 

No  ground  appears  for  tacking  both  items  of  the  claim  of 
the  Edward  P.  Allis  Company  together  for  the  purpose  of 
filing  a  lien  for  their  entire  amount.  It  clearly  appears  that 
the  Edward  P.  Allis  Company  wholly  failed  to  file  its  claim 
in  time  to  secure  a  lien  for  the  amount  that  accrued  to  it 
under  its  written  contract,  and  that  it  had  and  has  no  lien 
on  the  premises  except  for  the  item  of  $52.37,  furnished  and 
dated  November  25,  1895. 

2.  There  was  no  error  in  the  admission  of  evidence,  nor  in 
the  findings  thereon,  to  show  that  the  Johnsons  did  not  in- 
tend, in  the  first  instance,  to  put  in  a  milling  plant  until  after 
the  macaroni  mill  had  been  completed,  and  did  not  determine 
to  do  so  until  after  the  making  of  the  mortgage  to  the  plaint- 
iff. There  was  but  one  structure  or  mill,  namely,  the  origi- 
nal macaroni  factory,  which,  with  additions  of  machinery, 
etc.,  was  converted  into  a  flouring  mill.  The  contention  of 
the  Edward  P.  Allis  Company  Ac\)QX\AqA  wholly  upon  show- 
ing a  valid  lien.  Whether  it  had  such  lien  was  fairly  put  in 
evidence,  and  tried,  and  it  is  plain  that  it  has  no  lien  thereon 
except  for  the  $52.37,  as  stated. 

3.  The  order  refusing  to  grant  a  new  trial  on  the  ground 
of  newly  discovered  evidence  was  not  appealable,  and  the 
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appeal  of  the  Edward  P,  Allis  Company  therefrom  must  be 
dismissed.     Laws  of  1895,  ch.  212. 

It  follows  from  these  views  that  the  part  of  the  judgment 
appealed  from  by  the  plaintiff  which  adjudges  that  the  de- 
fendant the  Edward  P.  Allis  Company  has  a  valid  claim  for 
a  mechanic's  lien  upon  the  premises  and  real  estate  described 
in  the  judgment  must  be  reversed,  with  costs  against  said 
Edward  P.  Allis  Company^  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff,  except  as 
to  the  said  sum  of  $52.37;  and  that  that  portion  of  the  judg- 
ment which  adjudges  that  the  claim  of  the  defendant  the 
Edward  P.  Allis  Company  for  a  mechanic's  lien  upon  the 
premises  and  real  estate  in  said  judgment  described  is  inferior, 
subsequent,  and  subordinate  to  the  claim  of  the  plain tifif, 
Hiland  C  Brown^  on  account  of  the  mechanic's  liens  assigned 
to  him  and  his  mortgage,  must  be  aflarmed.  The  claims  of 
the  different  parties  are  entitled  to  rank  and  precedence  in 
the  application  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  premises  as 
follows:  (1)  The  claim  of  the  plaintiff  for  the  amount  due  on 
his  mortgage  and  the  several  mechanics'  liens  assigned  to 
bim;  (2)  the  claim  of  the  defendant  Anna  Glennon  for  the 
amount  due  on  her  mortgage  of  $500,  which  is  prior  to 
the  lien  adjudged  to  the  Edxoard  P.  Allis  Company;  (3)  the 
amount  due  to  the  Edward  P.  Allis  Company  on  its  said 
lien  of  November  25,  1896,  for  $52.37;  and  the  residue  of 
the  proceeds,  if  any,  is  to  be  paid  to  the  defendant  Mark  L. 
Patterson,  assignee  of  the  defendant  Johnsons. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  with  directions  to  enter 
judgment  in  accordance  with  the  opinion  of  this  court. 
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BxTENHA^i,  Eespondent,  vs.  Citt  of  Milwaukbb  and  others. 

Appellants. 

^  November  SS — December  10, 1897. 

Municipal  corporations:  Constitutional  law:  Limitation  of  indebted- 
neas:  **Debt:"  Special  legislation  amending  charter, 

1.  Unpaid  instalments  upon  contracts  for  the  purchase  of  park  lands 
made  pursuant  to  sec.  13,  ch.  488,  Laws  of  1889,  and  sec.  8,  ch.  179, 
Laws  of  1891  (authorizing  the  city  of  Milwaukee  to  purchase  lands 
for  park  purposes  upon  credit,  and  providing  that  '*for  that  pur- 
pose the  proper  ofl3cers  of  said  city  may  execute  and  deliver  to 
the  vendor  of  such  land  or  property  purchased,  an  instrument 
creating  a  lien  thereon  for  such  purchase  money,  without  creating 
any  corporate  liabilities  therefor,  to  secure  the  whole  or  any  part 
of  the  price  in  instalments  " ),  do  not  constitute  corporate  indebted- 
ness within  the  meaning  of  sea  8,  art.  XI,  Const,  restricting  the 
power  of  cities  to  contract  debts.  Pinney  and  Newman,  J  J.,  dis- 
sent. 
,  13.  The  provision  of  the  laws  under  which  such  contracts  were  made, 
that  no  corporate  liability  should  be  created,  has  controlling  ef- 
fect over  provisions  in  the  contracts  in  effect  promising  to  pay 
the  deferred  instalmenta 

3.  Ch.  288,  Laws  of  1897,  authorizes  the  erection  of  garbage  reducing 
works  in  cities  of  the  first  class  and  the  issue  of  bonds  in  payment 
therefor,  and  provides  that  all  such  bonds  issued  shall  foe  issued, 
used,  and  disposed  of  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  oh.  311, 
Laws  of  1893.  Sec.  2  of  said  ch.  311  provides  that  no  bonds  shall 
be  issued  under  it  unless  authorized  by  a  vote  of  three  fourths  of 
the  common  council.  Ch.  380,  Laws  of  1897,  amendatory  of  ch. 
288,  provides  that  the  common  council  of  any  t;ity  of  the  first 
class,  during  the  year  1897,  may  issue  corporate  bonds,  not  exceed- 
ing a  certain  amount,  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  garbage  reducing 
works,  providing  such  issue  shall  be  authorized  by  a  vote  of  the 
majority  of  the  members  of  the  common  council  elect.  The  city 
of  Milwaukee  was  the  only  city  of  the  first  class  in  the.  state,  and 
no  other  could  possibly  come  into  that  class  during  the  year  1897. 
Held,  that  said  amendment  was  special  legislation  amending  the 
charter  of  Milwaukee,  and  was  therefore  within  the  inhibition  of 
fiubd.  9,  sec.  31,  art.  IV,  Const 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Milwau- 
kee county:  J.  C.  Ludwig,  Judge.    Affi/rmed. 

The  facts  are  stated  in  the  opinion. 

Howard  Van  Wycky  city  attorney,  and  Ernest  Bruncken^ 
assistant  city  attorney,  for  the  appellants. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Timlin  c&  Glicks- 
matiy  and  oral  argument  by  W,  H.  Timlin.  To  the  point 
that  the  park  land  contracts  constitute  an  indebtedness  of 
the  city,  they  cited  Earlea  v.  Welles  94  Wis.  285,  and  cases 
cited;  Zaice  Co,  v.  Graham^  130  U.  S.  674;  Baltimore  v.  Gill, 
31  Md.  375 ;  Ironwood  Water  Wo7'Jc3  Co.  v.  TrehilcocJc,  99  Mich. 
454;  Brown  v.  Corry,  175  Pa.  St.  528;  Newell  "o.  People  ex 
reL  Pheljp8y  7  N.  Y.  9;  La  Porte  v.  GameweU  Fire  Alarm, 
Tel.  Co.  45  N.  E.  Eep.  588,  and  cases  cited;  Culbertson  v. 
Fulton,  127  111.  30;  Sjnlman  v.  ParJcersburg,  35  W.  Ya.  605; 
0)^is  V.  Park  Comm^rs,  45  Am.  St.  Eep.  252,  and  note; 
Beard  v.  Sopkinsville,  23  L.  R.  A.  402. 

WiNSLOw,  J.  This  is  an  action  in  equity  brought  by  a 
citizen  and  taxpayer  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee  to  restrain  the 
city  from  issuing  $120,000  worth  of  corporate  bonds  for  the 
purpose  of  building  and  equipping  a  garbage  reduction  plant, 
under  the  provisions  of  ch.  288,  Laws  of  1897,  as  amended 
by  ch.  380,  Laws  of  1897.  It  will  be  unnecessary  to  state 
the  pleadings,  as  the  questions  on  which  the  case  turns  can 
be  briefly  stated.  The  plaintiff's  principal  claims  were: 
(1)  That  the  city  had  already  exceeded  its  constitutional 
limit  of  indebtedness;*  and  (2)  that  the  act  authorizing  the 
issue  of  the  bonds  was  special  legislation,  and  hence  uncon- 
stitutional, under  the  provisions  of  subd.  9,  sec.  31,  art.  lY, 
Const.,  which  prohibits  the  passage  of  any  special  law  for 
"  incorporating  any  city,  town  or  village,  or  to  amend  the 
charter  thereof."  Upon  motion  of  the  plaintiff,  judgment 
perpetually  enjoining  the  city  from  issuing  the  bonds  was 
Vol.98— 9 
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rendered  upon  the  complaint  and  answer,  and  the  city  ap- 
peals. 

1.  Does  the  corporate  indebtedness  already  exceed  five 
per  cent,  of  its  taxable  property?  The  answer  to  this  ques- 
tion depends  upon  the  proper  legal  construction  of  certain 
contracts  for  the  purchase  of  lands  for  public  parks  entered 
into  by  the  city  during  the  years  1890  and  1891,  under  the 
provisions  of  sec.  13,  ch.  488,  Lg,ws  of  1889,  and  sec.  8,  ch.  179, 
Laws  of  1891.  There  are  fifteen  of  these  park  contracts. 
The  city  is  in  possession  of  the  lands  named  in  these  con- 
tracts, and  is  improving  the  same.  There  have  already  been 
paid  large  sums  of  money  upon  the  contracts,  and  there  yet 
remain  to  be  paid  more  than  $600,000,  before  the  entire  pur- 
chase price  of  the  lands  will  be  paid.  If  this  amount  is  an 
indebtedness  of  the  city,  then  its  constitutional  limit  of  in- 
debtedness (Const,  art.  XI,  sec.  3)  has  already  been  exceeded ; 
otherwise  not.  Both  of  the  laws  under  which  these  pur- 
chases of  park  lands  were  made  grant  the  city  power  to 
purchase  lands  upon  credit,  and  then  provide  that  "for  that 
purpose  the  proper  oflBcers  of  said  city  may  execute  and  de- 
liver to  the  vendor  of  such  land  or  property  purchased,  an 
instrument  creating  a  lien  thereon  .  .  .  for  such  purchase 
money,  without  creating  any  corporate  liabilities  therefor, 
to  secure  the  whole  or  any  part  of  the  price  in  instalments," 
etc.  Laws  of  1889,  ch.  488,  sec.  13,  and  Laws  of  1891,  ch.  179, 
sec.  8. 

Certain  of  these  very  contracts  were  before  this  court  for 
construction  in  the  cases  of  Perrigo  *.  Milwaukee^  92  ^is. 
236,  dLwA.  Milwaukee  v.  Milwaukee  Co.  95  Wis.  424,  and  the  sub- 
stance of  the  contracts  will  be  found  stated  in  those  cases. 
In  the  first  of  these  cases  the  question  was  whether  such  a 
contract,  in  the  hands  of  the  vendor  of  the  land,  was  per- 
sonal property,  so  as  to  be  subject  to  taxation,  or,  in  other 
words,  whether  it  was  a  debt  due  or  to  become  due  or  an 
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effect;  and  it  was  said  by  the  present  chief  justice  in  the 
opinion:  "Does  this  optional  agreement  held  by  the  city 
create  a  debt  against  the  city  and  in  favor  of  the  Perrigos? 
Certainly  not,  since,  as  indicated,  it  expressly  provides  that 
the  city  shall  not  thereby  be  made  liable  in  any  manner  or 
form.  .  .  .  But  the  Perrigos  are  not  creditors  having  a 
right  to  an  indebtedness  against  the  city  which  they  can  en- 
force by  action  or  otherwise.  The  further  payment  by  the 
city  of  any  portion  of  the  purchase  price  or  interest  or  taxes 
is  entirely  optional  with  the  city."  Thus  it  appears  to  have 
'  been  distinctly  held  in  that  case,  after  full  argument,  that 
the  instalments  to  come  due  in  the  future  upon  such  con- 
tracts were  not  debts  due  from  the  city  to  the  vendors,  but 
that  it  was  optional  with  the  city  whether  it  would  pay 
them  or  not. 

The  question  arose  again,  in  a  somewhat  diflFerent  form^ 
in  the  subsequent  case  of  Milwaukee  v.  Milwaukee  Co.  95 
Wis.  424.  Part  of  this  property,  at  least,  was  outside  of  the 
city  limits,  and  the  question  arose  whether  it  was  exempt 
from  taxation  by  the  county  because  it  was  owned  by  the 
city.  In  this  case  it  was  held  that  the  legal  title  to  the  land 
was  in  the  vendors,  and  that  the  city  simply  had  an  option 
to  purchase  the  same,  with  the  right  of  possession  until  de- 
fault, and  that  the  city  was  not  bound  to  pay  the  purchase 
money;  thus  distinguishing  the  case  from  that  of  a  vendee 
in  possession  of  lands  under  a  contract  binding  him  to  pay 
the  purchase  money.  Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  the  very 
question  whether  the  future  instalments  coming  due  upon 
these  contracts  constituted  debts  or  obligations  on  the  part 
of  the  city  arose  distinctly  in  each  of  these  cases,  and  was 
in  each  case  distinctly  decided  adversely  to  the  plaintiflF's 
contention. 

It  was  very  ably  contended  on  behalf  of  the  plaintiff  upon 
the  argument  that  the  question  arises  differently  now,  and 
that  the  decisions  in  those  earlier  cases  are  not  necessarily 
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controlling  in  this  case;  that  in  those  cases  the  question  was 
one  of  construction  of  the  laws  regulating  taxation,  while 
now  the  question  concerns  the  interpretation  of  an  impor- 
tant clause  of  the  constitution.  It  is  said  that  these  con- 
tracts constitute  simply  a  scheme  on  the  part  of  the  parties 
to  evade  the  constitutional  limitation  upon  municipal  indebt- 
edness, and  that  such  a  scheme  should  not  be  allowed  to 
succeed ;  that  even  if  there  be  no  debt  created  by  these  con- 
tracts, in  the  ordinary  signification  of  the  term,  still  there 
is  such  an  inchoate  obligation  that  manifestly  the  city,  from 
mere  prudential  reasons,  will  feel  bound  to  make  the  pay- 
ments in  order  to  save  the  property ;  and  thus  that  the  very 
abuse  which  the  constitution  aims  to  prevent  is  successfully 
perpetrated. 

We  are  not  unmindful  of  the  weight  and  persuasiveness 
of  these  considerations.  Probably  there  is  little  chance  for  a 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  policy  of  such  legislation  or 
of  such  contracts  as  those  before  us;  but  we  cannot  twist 
nor  enlarge  language  in  a  statute,  or  even  in  the  constitu- 
tion, which  has  a  definite  and  certain  legal  meaning,  even 
to  accomplish  laudable  results.  There  is  no  doubt  of  the 
meaning  of  the  word  "  debt "  as  used  in  the  law.  It  means 
"something  owed;"  "money  due  or  to  become  due  upon 
express  or  implied  agreement."  1  Bouv.  Law  Diet.  tit. 
"  Debt."  It  denotes,  not  only  an  obligation  of  the  debtor 
to  pay,  but  the  right  of  the  creditor  to  receive  and  enforce 
payment.  Board  of  Comm^rs  of  Monroe  Co.  v.  HarreU  (Ind. 
Sup.),  46  N.  E.  Eep.  124.  Under  the  constitution  as  well 
as  under  the  law  of  taxation,  the  question  is.  Is  the  city  in- 
debted? Is  it  under  obligation  to  pay  to  some  one  the  bal- 
ance of  the  purchase  price  of  these  lands?  It  will  not  do 
to  say  that  it  will  probably  mafce  the  payments,  or  that  it 
would  be  foolish  not  to  do  so,  but  we  must  be  able  to  say 
that  it  has  contracted,  either  expressly  or  impliedly,  to  do 
so.    This  is  precisely  the  same  question  which  arose  in  the 
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other  cases  above  referred  to,  and  in  which  we  decided. that 
there  was  no  debt  or  legal  obligation,  and  it  would  seem 
like  juggling  with  plain  words  to  say  now  that  there  is  a 
debt  or  legal  obligation. 

We  are  cited  to  cases  holding,  in  effect,  that  a  borrowing 
of  money  upon  a  pledge  of  existing  public  property,  or  a 
charge  upon  the  public  revenue,  constitutes  a  debt,  within  the 
meaning  of  such  an  inhibition  as  the  one  here  involved,  al- 
though no  promise  of  payment  is  in  terms  made.  Baltimore 
V.  OiUf  31  Md.  375;  Newell  v.  People  ex  rel  Phelps,  7  N.  Y. 
9-87.  The  reasoning  on  which  these  decisions  rest  is  that  it 
is  a  manifest  evasion  of  the  law,  and  that  the  lender  has 
power  to  demand  and  collect  the  entire  amount  loaned  out  of 
the  corporate  property ;  that,  while  there  may  be  no  promise 
to  pay  by  the  corporation,  there  is  a  power  to  enforce  out  of 
the  corporate  property  by  reason  of  the  pledge  or  hypotheca- 
tion thereof.  Thus  it  is  construed  to  be  a  debt  because  the 
payment  of  the  amount  due  may  be  enforced  out  of  the  city 
funds  or  property.  Such  is  not  the  case  here.  Under  these 
contracts  the  city  acquires  no  title  to  the  lands  covered  by 
the  contracts  until  it  pays  all  the  instalments.  It  may  stop 
such  payment  at  any  time,  and  none  of  its  property  can  be 
sold  to  pay  the  remaining  instalments.  The  case  is  some- 
what similar  to  the  case  of  Stedman  v,  Berlin,  97  Wis.  505, 
where  the  city,  by  ordinance  granting  franchise  to  a  water- 
works company,  reserved  an  option  to  purchase  at  a  specified 
price,  within  a  specified  time;  in  that  case  it  was  held  that 
the  stipulation  for  an  option  did  not  constitute  an  indebted- 
ness within  the  meaning  of  the  constitution,  because  it  might 
decline  to  purchase  and  thus  end  the  whole  matter.  So, 
here,  all  the  future  payments  are  optional  with  the  city.  It 
is  not  like  the  case  of  jEarZ^^  v.  Wells,  94  Wis.  2S5,  where  there 
was  an  agreement  to  purchase  by  instalments  under  the 
guise  of  water  rental,  and  which  was  held  to  be  manifestly 
an  obligation  in  excess  of  the  constitutional  limit.     There  is 
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a  class  of  recent  cases  much  like  that  of  EoHes  v.  Wdlsj  and 
which  are  cited  in  the  opinion  in  that  case,  which  reach  the 
same  general  conclusions,  but  they  manifestly  do  not  in  any 
way  affect  this  case.  Brawn  v.  Corry^  175  Pa.  St.  528.  The 
case  which  approaches  nearest  to  supporting  plaintiff's  con- 
tention is  that  of  Iranwood  Water  Works  Co.  v,  TrebilcocJcy  99 
Mich.  454,  where  it  was  held  that  a  city  could  not  buy  an 
equity  of  redemption  in  a  waterworks  plant  subject  to  a 
mortgage  thereon,  which  mortgage,  if  added  to  the  already 
existing  corporate  debt,  would  exceed  the  constitutional  limit. 
The  conclusion  is  partly  based  upon  the  Maryland  case  of 
Baltimore  v.  Gill^  svjpra^  and  on  the  same  line  of  reasoning. 
We  have  before  indicated  wherein  that  line  of  reasoning 
seems  to  us  inapplicable  to  the  present  case,  and  we  must 
decline  to  follow  it,  especially  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we 
have  already  twice  construed  these  very  contracts  adversely 
to  the  views  of  the  Michigan  court.  See  Kelly  v.  Minne- 
aj7o7iSj  63  Minn.  125. 

The  contracts  in  question  are  not  all  worded  alike.  Some 
of  them  contain  express  provisions  that  there  shall  be  no 
corporate  liability  on  the  part  of  the  city ;  others  do  not 
contain  these  provisions,  nor  do  they  contain  anj'-  promise 
to  pay  by  the  city;  while  still  others  contain  a  formal  prom- 
ise to  pay  by  the  city.  All  the  contracts,  however,  were 
made  under  the  provisions  of  the  laws  of  1889  and  1891, 
authorizing  purchases  of  park  lands  on  credit,  before  men- 
tioned, and  we  do  not  understand  that  the  city  had  power 
to  make  such  purchases,  except  as  given  by  these  laws. 
Upon  familiar  principles,  the  provisions  of  the  laws  granting 
the  power  entered  into  the  various  contracts,  and  niust  con- 
trol them,  and  these  laws  provide,  in  substance,  that  no  cor- 
porate liabilities  shall  be  created.  Hence  all  the  contracts 
are  governed  by  the  same  rule.  Our  conclusion  is  that  the 
unpaid  instalments  upon  the  park  land  contracts  do  not  con* 
stitute  corporate  indebtedness  within  the  meaning  of  th^ 
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constitution,  because  the  payment  thereof  is  entirely  optional 
on  the  part  of  the  city. 

2.  The  bonds  in  question  are  proposed  to  be  issued  under 
the  provisions  of  ch.  288,  Laws  of  1897,  as  amended  by  ch. 
380  of  the  laws  of  the  same  year.  The  first  of  these  laws 
provides  for  the  erection  of  garbage  reducing  works  in  the 
cities  of  the  first  class,  and  sec.  3  thereof  authorizes  the  issu- 
ance of  bonds  for  such  purposes,  and  provides  that  all  such 
bonds  issued  shall  be  issued^  used,  and  disposed  of  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  ch.  311,  Laws  of -1893.  Turning 
to  this  act,  we  find,  by  sec.  2  thereof,  that  no  bonds  can  be 
issued  under  it  saje  when  authorized  by  vote  of  three  fourths 
of  the  members  of  the  common  council  elect.  By  oh.  380, 
however,  sec.  3,  ch.  288,  is  amended  and  revised  plainly  for 
the  purpose,  among  others,  of  avoiding  the  necessity  of  a 
three-fourths  vote  of  the  common  council.  By  the  provis- 
ions of  the  new  section,  the  common  council  of  any  city  of 
the  first  class  is  authorized,  during  ike  year  1897^  to  issue 
corporate  bonds,  not  exceeding  $120,000,  for  the  purpose  of 
erecting  garbage  reducing  works,  providing  such  issue  shall 
be  authorized  by  a  vote  of  the  majority  of  the  members  of  the 
common  council  elect.  That  this  act,  when  so  amended,  is 
special  legislation  amending  the  charter  of  the  city  of  Mil- 
waukee^  and  thus  within  the  inhibition  of  subd.  9,  sec.  31, 
art.  rV,  Const.,  is  plain  from  a  mere  reading  of  the  acts  and 
reference  to  the  principles  laid  down  in  Johnson  v.  Milwau- 
kee^ 88  Wis.  383,  and  Boijd  v.  Milwaukee,  92  Wis.  456.  Mil- 
waukee is  the  only  city  to  which  the  act  can  possibly  apply. 
It  is  the  only  city  of  the  first  class,  i.  e.  having  a  population 
of  150,000  and  over.  No  other  city  can  come  into  that  class 
during  the  year  1897,  or  before  the  taking  of  the  next  cen- 
sus in  1900.  Laws  of  1895,  ch.  238.  It  could  be  no  more 
certain  that  the  act  applied  to  Milwaukee  alone  if  it  had 
been  so  expressed  in  words.  The  case  is  plainly  ruled  in 
this  respect  by  Boyd  v.  Milwaukee,  sujpra.    The  ordinance 
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which  authorized  the  bonds  was  passed  by  a  majority  vote 
of  the  common  council,  but  not  by  a  three-fourths  vote. 
The.  law  purporting  to  authorize  their  issuance  upon  a  mere 
majority  vote  is  unconstitutional  and  void;  hence  the  bonds 
cannot  be  rightfully  issued. 

The  judgment  of  the  superior  court  was  right  and  must 
be  aflBrmed. 

By  the  Court —  Judgment  affirmed, 

PiNNEY  and  Newman,  J  J.,  dissent  from  that  portion  of  the 
foregoing  opinion  which  holds  that  the  unpaid  instalments 
on  the  contracts  in  question  did  not  constitute  corporate  in- 
debtedness within  the  meaning  of  sec.  3,  art.  XI,  Const. 


Lanctot,  Plaintiff  in  error,  vs.  The  State,  Defendant  in 

error. 

November  SS— December  10, 1897. 

Foreign  marriage:  Presumption  as  to  validity:  Privileged  communica- 
tion: Husband  and  wife:  CHminal  law* 

L  Proof  that  a  formal  marriage  had  been  solemnized  in  a  foreign 
country,  in  a  church,  by  a  person  assuming  the  office  of  priest  or 
minister,  raises  the  presumption  that  the  marriage  was  in  accord- 
ance with  the  laws  of  the  country  and  valid,  and,  especially  where 
followed  by  cohabitation,  casts  upon  the  person  attacking  its 
validity  the  burden  of  showing  that  the  law  required  some  fur- 
ther act  or  fact 

Sl  On  a  trial  for  adultery,  where  the  prosecution  sought  to  prove  the 
identity  of  the  defendant  as  one  of  the  parties  to  a  marriage,  let- 
ters offered  for  that  purpose  and  claimed  to  have  been  written  by 
him  to  his  alleged  wife  were  privileged  communications  and  in- 
competent; and  where  they  contained  matter  bearing  upon  the 
question  of  identity  their  admission,  against  the  objection  of  the 
defendant,  was  a  material  error. 
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Eebor  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Bay- 
field county:  John  K.  Pabish,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 

The  plaintiff  in  error  was  convicted  of  the  crime  of  adul- 
tery. It  was  alleged  against  him  that,  having  a  lawful  wife 
(one  Octavia  Arvasa)  living,  he  had  contracted  a  formal 
marriage  with  one  Vienna  Michaud,  and  was  living  with  her 
in  unlawful  cohabitation.  Two  witnesses  testified  to  having 
been  present  at  a  marriage  ceremony  between  the  plaintitF 
in  error  and  Octavia  Arvasa;  that  the  ceremony  was  sol- 
emnized by  a  priest  in  a  church  in  the  province  of  Quebec, 
Canada,  and  was  followed  by  cohabitation  and  the  birth  of 
children,  and  that  Octavia  is  still  alive.  The  defendant 
afterwards  came  to  this  state,  leaving  Octavia  in  Quebec, 
and  made  a  formal  marriage,  at  Ashland,  with  one  Vienna 
Michaud,  with  whom  he  afterwards  cohabited  as  his  wife. 

At  the  close  of  the  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  state,  the 
plaintiff  in  error  moved  for  a  dismissal  of  the  action  on  the 
ground  that  the  state  had  failed  to  prove  the  alleged  former 
marriage.  The  motion  was  denied.  The  defendant  then 
testified,  denying  that  he  was  the  man  Joseph  Lanctot,  or 
that  he  had  been  married  to  Octavia  Lanctot,  and  testified 
that  his  true  name  was  John  C.  Harvey.  One  witness  iden- 
tified him  as  John  C.  Harvey. 

The  principal  burden  of  the  trial  was  on  the  question  of  the 
identity  of  the  defendant  with  the  Joseph  Lanctot  who  was 
the  party  to  the  marriage  ceremony  in  the  church  in  Que- 
bec. His  marriage  and  cojiabitation  with  Vienna  Michaud 
were  conceded.  The  state,  to  maintain  the  issue  on  its  part, 
introduced  in  evidence,  over  the  objection  of  the  plaintiff  in 
error,  certain  letters  which,  it  was  alleged,  the  plaintiff  in 
error  had  written  back  to  his  wife,  Octavia,  from  various 
places  in  this  state  and  in  Michigan.  They  were  ordinary 
letters,  such  as  might  be  expected  from  persons  of  his  sta- 
tion and  circumstances,  to  the  wife  he  had  left  behind  him, 
expressive  of  marital  tenderness  and  affection.     They  were 
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addressed  "Dear  "Wife,"  and  subscribed  "  Tour  devoted  hus- 
band, Joseph  Lanctot."  But  two  of  them  were  not  sub- 
scribed with  his  name.  One  said,  instead,  "  You  will  address 
Mr.  John  0.  Harvey,  Duluth,  Minnesota;"  the  other,  "This 
is  my  address,  Mr.  John  C.  Harvey,"  adding  a  post  oflBce. 

For  the  plaintiff  in  error  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the 
brief  of  Howard  Benton^  attorney,  and  Titua  <&  Mcintosh^ 
of  counsel. 

The  Attorney  General^  for  the  defendant  in  error. 

Newman,  J.  Two  questions  are  presented:  (1)  Was  the 
evidence  of  the  former  marriage  sufficient  to  sustain  the  con- 
viction ?  And  (2)  was  the  reception  of  the  letters  in  evidence 
prejudicial  error? 

The  law  relating  to  proof  of  foreign  marriages  seems  to 
be  that  where  a  formal  ceremony  of  marriage,  solemnized  in 
a  church  by  a  person  assuming  the  office  of  a  priest  or  min- 
ister, is  shown,  it  will  be  presumed,  in  favor  of  -the  marriage, 
that  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  law  of  the  country  and 
valid.  So,  when  such  a  marriage  is  shown,  especially  if  fol- 
lowed by  cohabitation,  the  burden  is  on  him  who  denies  the 
validity  of  the  marriage  to  show  that  the  law  required  some 
further  act  or  fact  to  make  it  valid.  1  Bishop,  Mar.,  Div.  & 
Sep.  §§  1115-1122 ;  "Whart.  Or.  Law  (10th  ed.),  §  1098,  par.  1 ; 
Freeman's  note  to  State  v.  HodgahinSy  36  Am.  Dec.  742-745 ; 
Ilutchina  v.  Kimmelly  31  Mich.  126 ;  People  v.  Loomisj  106 
Mich.  250;  liaynham  v.  Canton^  3  Pick.  293-297;  Megginr 
son  V.  Megginaon  (Oreg.),  14  L.  K.  A.  540,  and  cases  cited  in 
the  notes. 

The  letters  received  in  evidence  seem  to  have  a  cogent 
bearing  upon  the  question  of  the  identity  of  the  plaintiff  in 
error  with  the  Joseph  Lanctot  who  was  the  husband  of  Oc- 
tavia  Arvasa.  It  is  not  clear  that  they  did  not  turn  the  scale 
against  the  plaintiff  in  error.  That  they  did  not  cannot  be 
demonstrated.    Certainlv  the  writer  of  the  letters  addresses 
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himself  to  Octavia  as  her  husband,  under  the  name  of  Joseph 
Lanctot^  the  real  name  of  her  husband.  Identity  of  name 
is  of  some  weight  as  evidence  of  identity  of  person.  There 
came  a  time  when  he  notified  her,  in  eflfect,  "  My  name  is  to 
be,  no  longer  Joseph  Lanctot,  but  John  0,  Harvey."  This 
circumstance  seems  to  be  well  calculated  to  persuade  the 
jury  that  John  C.  Harvey  must  be  the  genuine,  original  Jo- 
seph Lanctot,  under  an  alias. 

If  these  letters  were,  in  truth,  what  they  purport  to  be 
and  what  the  state  represented  them  to  be,  they  were  con- 
fidential communications  between  husband  and  wife,  which 
are  privileged  and  protected,  and  not  competent  to  be  re- 
ceived in  evidence  against  the  objection  of  either.  It  is 
diflBcult  to  conceive  of  any  theory  on  which  they  could,  con- 
sistently, be  either  offered  or  received.  Certainly,  to  oflfer 
them  was  utterly  inconsistent  with  the  state's  hypothesis  of 
the  case.  That  was  that  the  plaintiff  in  error  was  the  hus- 
band of  the  party  to  whom  the  letters  had  been  written. 
On  this  hypothesis,  the  letters  were,  clearly,  confidential 
communications  between  husband  and  wife,  and  so  incom- 
petent. Their  admission  was  reversible  error.  Selden  v. 
State,  U  Wis.  271. 

JBy  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  trial.  The  warden 
of  the  state  prison  at  "Waupun  will  deliver  the  prisoner, 
Joseph  Lanctoty  to  the  sheriff  of  Bayfield  county,  to  be  held 
in  custody  by  him  until  he  shall  be  discharged  therefrom 
according  to  law. 
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In  be  HARTUNa. 

December  £0, 1897, 

»|  !^j  Supreme  court:  Original  jurisdictibn:  Enjoining  public  nuisanM. 

A  mere  publio  nuisance,  even  though  an  aggravated  one,  does  not 
affect  the  sovereignty,  franchises,  or  prerogatives  of  the  state,  or 
the  liberties  of  its  people,  so  as  to  warrant  the  supreme  court  in 
entertaining  an  original  action  for  an  injunction. 

Application  for  leave  to  bring  an  action  in  the  name  of 
the  state:  Application  denied. 

N.  8.  Murphey^  for  the  motion. 

G,  H.  Hamilton^  contra. 

The  application  was  denied  December  20, 1897,  and  the 
following  opinion  was  filed  January  11, 1898: 

WiNSLow,  J.  This  is  an  application  for  leave  to  bring  an 
original  action  in  this  court  in  the  name  of  the  state  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  a  perpetual  injunction.  The  applica- 
tion was  first  made  to  the  attorney  general,  and,  upon  his 
refusal,  to  this  court. 

The  petitioner  is  the  chairman  of  the  town  board  of  the 
town  of  Wauwatosa,  and  his  proposed  complaint  and  ac- 
companying affidavits  tend  to  show  that  the  city  of  Milwau- 
kee is  depositing  its  garbage  to  the  amount  of  many  loads 
daily  upon  the  surface  of  certain  parcels  of  land  in  the  town 
of  Wauwatosa,  and  leaving  the  same  uncovered,  and  that 
the  same  constitutes  a  great  and  intolerable  nuisance  and , 
menace  to  the  health  of  the  people  of  the  neighborhood,  and 
that  the  city  threatens  and  intends  to  continue  making  such 
deposits;  and,  further,  that  there  is  no  adequate  remedy  by 
private  action,  because  the  city  threatens  that,  if  enjoined 
from  depositing  the  same  in  one  locality,  it  will  deposit  the 
same  upon  other  parcels  of  land  in  the  town  with  whose 
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owners  it  has  made  contracts  for  that  purpose.  Notice  of 
the  application  was  given  to  the  city  attorney  of  Milwaukee^ 
and  upon  the  hearing  the  motion  was  denied,  for  reasons  now 
to  be  briefly  given. 

The  limits  of  the  jurisdiction  of  this  court  to  entertain  an 
original  action  for  an  injunction  are  well  defined,  and  have 
been  defined  ever  since  the  exhaustive  discussions  of  the 
question  by  Chief  Justice  Eyan  in  the  cases  of  Attorney 
General  v.  Railway  Cos.  35  Wis.  425,  and  Attorney  Oeneral  v. 
Eau  Claire^  37  Wis.  400-442.  In  the  latter  case  it  was  said 
that,  to  put  in  motion  the  original  jurisdiction  of  this  court, 
the  question  should  be  one  "  affecting  the  sovereignty  of  the 
state,  its  franchises  or  prerogatives,  or  the  liberties  of  its 
people.''  A  mere  public  nuisance,  even  though  an  aggra- 
vated one,  cannot  reasonably  be  said  to  affect  the  sover- 
eignty, franchises,  or  prerogatives  of  the  state,  or  the  liberties 
of  its  people.  State  v.  St.  Croix  Boom  Corp.  60  Wis.  565. 
The  courts  of  original  jurisdiction  are  open  for  the  redress  of 
such  wrongs,  and  the  prevention  of  them  when  threatened, 
and  it  must  be  presumed  that  the  remedies  so  afforded  are 
ample. 
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Thb  Statb  ex  BEL.  FowLBB  VS.  Thb  Oieouit  Ootjet  fob  m  6^1 

Gbeen  Lake  County.  ^|       i^Sj 

October  S,  1897 ^January  11, 1898, 

InjunctionB:  Foreign  corporations:  Bestraining  collection  of  debt:  Ju- 
risdiction: Contempt  of  court:  PuniehmenU 

1  A  foreign  corporation,  doing  business  and  owning  property  in  this 
state,  became  insolvent  and  its  business  was  suspended  by  pro- 
ceedings against  it  in  another  state,  instituted  by  its  creditors,  in 
which  a  receiver  had  been  appointed.  Another  foreign  corpora- 
tion, a  mere  creditor  at  large  of  the  former,  without  attempting 
to  obtain  a  lien  of  any  kind  upon  its  property,  coromenced  in  this 
state  an  action  against  it  and  procured  the  appointment  of  an  an- 
cillary receiver  and  an  injunction  restraining  all  the  other  cred- 
itors from  prosecuting  actions  at  law  to  enforce  collection  of  like 
demand&  Hdd,  that  the  granting  of  such  injunction  was  con- 
trary to  equity  practice  and  well-established  principles  of  inter- 
state comity;  and  that  it  was  not  authorized  by  sea  8227,  R  S. 
(providing  that  at  any  stage  in  proceedings  against  insolvent  cor- 
porations "  the  court  may  restrain  all  proceedings  by  any  other 
creditor  against  the  defendant  in  such  action"), — sees.  8216-3228 
being  applicable  only  to  proceedings  against  insolvent  domestic 
oorporation& 

Si  The  granting  of  the  injunction  in  such  a  case,  although  ill-advised 
and  erroneous,  was  not  absolutely  void,  since  the  court  had  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  subject  matter  —  the  administration  of  the  assets  of 
an  insolvent  corporation  —  and  of  the  partiea 
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3.  The  fact  that  an  injunction  issued  by  a  court  having  jurisdictioa 

was  erroneous  affords  no  justification  or  excuse  for  its  violation; 
but  such  fact  may  properly  be  taken  into  consideration  in  award- 
ing punishment  for  its  breach. 

4.  A  foreign  corporation  cannot  be  allowed,  on  the  ground  of  intei^ 

state  comity,  to  maintain  in  the  courts  of  this  state  actions  or  pro- 
ceedings denied  to  residents  of  the  state  or  other  suitors  in  its 
courts. 

Certiorari  to  review  proceedings  of  the  circuit  court  for 
Green  Lake  county:  Geo.  W.  Bobnell,  Circuit  Judge.  He- 
versed. 

This  was  a  certiorari  issued  to  review  the  proceedings  of 
the  circuit  court  for  Green  Lake  county  against  Chester  A. 
Fowler  for  an  alleged  criminal  contempt,  for  which,  upon 
conviction,  he  was  adjudged  to  pay  a  fine  of  $200  and  costs, 
taxed  at  $17.70,  and  in  default  of  payment  to  be  imprisoned 
in  the  county  jail  until  such  fine  and  costs  were  paid,  not 
exceeding  thirty  days. ' 

The  proceedings  were  instituted  by  an  order  requiring 
said  Fowler  and  one  D.  W.  McNamara  to  show  cause  on, 
etc.,  why  they,  and  each  of  them,  should  not  be  adjudged 
guilty  of  wilful  disregard  and  disobedience  of  an  injuno- 
tional  order  entered  in  the  circuit  court  for  Green  Lake 
county  March  31,  1897,  in  the  case  of  the  Hibernian  Bank- 
ing Company,  a  foreign  corporation,  plaintiff,  against  the 
Berlin  &  Montello  Granite  Company,  defendant,  also  a  for- 
eign corporation,  enjoining  and  restraining  "all  creditors 
of  the  defendant,  and  all  other  persons  who  had  not  then 
brought  suits  against  it,  from  bringing  any  action  at  law  or 
in  equity  against  the  defendant,  or  from  in  any  manner  in- 
terfering with  its  property,"  and  why  the  said  Fowler  and 
lIcNamara  should  not  be  punished  accordingly.  The  injunc- 
tional  order  referred  to  was  contained  in  an  order  appoint- 
ing a  receiver  in  the  action  in  Green  Lake  county  for  the 
AVisconsin  property  of  the  Berlin  &  Montello  Granite  Com- 
pany, as  auxiliary  or  ancillary  to  a  receivership  ordered  on 
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the  same  day  by  the  circuit  court  of  Cook  county,  Illinois. 
The  contempt  charged  was  the  bringing  of  an  action  by  the 
TelsitoT^^jFowlerj  as  attorney  for  A.  G.  Becker  &  Co.,  also  a  for- 
eign corporation,  in  the  circuit  court  for  Milwaukee  county, 
against  the  defendant  in  the  present  action,  and  recovering 
judgment  therein  against  the  defendant  corporation  in  favor 
of  said  A.  G.  Becker  &  Co.  for  about  $25,000,  after  the  issu- 
ing, and  with  knowledge  of  the  existence,  of  the  said  injunc- 
tional  order. 

The  relator.  Fowler^  objected  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
circuit  Court  for  Green  Lake  county,  that  the  act  charged 
did  not  constitute  on  his  part  any  neglect  or  violation  of 
duty  or  misconduct  by  which  the  rights  or  remedies  of  a  • 
party  to  any  action  depending  or  triable  in  said  court  had 
been  or  might  be  impaired,  impeded,  defeated,  or  prejudiced, 
and  that  the  alleged  contempt  was  charged  as  a  criminal 
contempt,  and  the  proceedings  against  him  were  not  brought 
in  the  name  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  and,  further,  that  he 
was  not  charged  with  disobedience  of  any  process  or  lawful 
order  of  the  court.  He  contended  that  the  injunctional  order 
was  issued  without  authority,  and  was  void. 

The  complaint  in  the  action  wherein  the  injunctional  order 
had  been  entered  stated,  in  substance,  that  the  Berlin  & 
Montello  Granite  Company,  an  Illinois  corporation,  was 
indebted  to  the  plaintiff  in  the  action,  the  Hibernian  Bank- 
ing Company,  in  various  sums,  upon  causes  of  action  therein 
set  out,  and,  among  other  things,  upon  a  judgment  obtained 
by  the  plaintifif  against  the  defendant  on  the  9th  of  March, 
1897,  in  the  circuit  court  of  Du  Page  county, -Illinois,  for 
$3,200  damages  and  costs,  and  it  alleged  that  an  execution 
had  been  issued  on  said  judgment,  and  returned  wholly  un- 
satisfied ;  that  the  defendant  in  the  action  was  the  owner  of 
a  granite  quarry  located  at  Berlin,  Wisconsin,  and  valuable 
quarries  at  Montello,  in  said  state,  and  had  operated  a  quarry 
at  Waterloo,  under  a  lease  thereof;  that  its  property  coa- 
Vou98  — 10 
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sisted  almost  wholly  of  quarry  properties  and  lands  u^ed  in 
connection  therewith,  and  the  buildings,  machinery,  and 
necessary  equipment  for  operating  the  said  quarries,  to- 
gether with  a  lease  of  the  property  at  Waterloo,  and  that 
prior  to  the  1st  of  March,  1897,  the  defendant  was  the 
owner  and  in  possession  of  a  large  amount  of  personal  prop- 
erty, of  great  value,  located  at  its  quarry  in  Berlin,  consist- 
ing of  tools  and  equipments,  and  finished  and  unfinished 
product  of  the  quarry  then  upon  the  grounds,  and  owned 
other  similar  property  at  Montello;  that  prior  to  March  1, 
1897,  judgments  had  been  given  and  attachments  issued  and 
obtained  in  divers  actions  against  the  defendant,  and  said 
.personal  property  had  all  been  sold  at  execution  sale,  except 
finished  and  partially  finished  monuments,  and  building 
stone,  paving  blocks,  and  crushed  granite,  which  had  a  mar- 
ket value  of  many  thousand  dollars  if  the  same  could  be 
sold  to  the  best  advantage ;  that  said  property  had  been  at- 
tached and  levied  upon  by  divers  writs  for  about  $7,000; 
that  it  was  worth  more  than  $20,000 ;  that  the  real  estate 
of  the  defendant  had  been  seized  and  levied  on,  under  like 
writs  of  attachment,  for  large  sums  of  money,  and  the  de- 
fendant was  indebted  to  various  persons,  aggregating  in  all 
$170,000;  that  it  was  insolvent,  and  its  assets  wholly  insuffi- 
cient to  meet  its  obligations  and  liabilities;  that  its  property 
of  every  kind  and  description  in  the  state  of  Wisconsin 
would  not  exceed  the  value  of  $140,000;  that  in  the  circuit 
court  for  Cook  county,  Illinois,  on  the  application  of  the 
plaintiff,  the  Hibernian  Banking  Company,  C.  B.  Beech  had 
been  appointed  receiver  of  the  assets  and  property  of  the 
defendant,  of  every  name,  kind,  or  description,  and  that  he 
had  qualified  and  was  acting  as  such  receiver;  that  said 
property  would  be  sacrificed  at  the  sheriff's  sale  unless  a  re- 
ceiver should  be  appointed,  with  authority  to  borrow  money 
to  pay  said  execution  and  judgment  liens;  and  that  the  said 
property,  and  the  rents,  issues,  and  profits  thereof,  were  in 
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danger  of  being  lost  or  materially  impaired,  to  that  extent 
that  the  plaintiff  could  not,  without  the  relief  prayed  for, 
make  the  amount  of  its  claim. 

It  demanded  judgment :  (1)  For  the  amount  due  and  owing 
to  it  from  the  defendant,  with  costs  and  disbursements. 
(2)  That  all  the  property  of  the  defendant  in  the  state  of 
Wisconsin  be  impounded  and  sequestrated ;  that  the  same  per- 
son appointed  receiver  by  the  circuit  court  of  Cook  county, 
Illinois,  be  appointed  receiver  for  the  circuit  court  for  Green 
Lake  county,  clothed  with  the  usual  authority,  etc.,  and 
vested  with  all  its  title  and  all  its  property,  real  and  per- 
sonal, in  the  state  of  Wisconsin ;  and  that  he  be  authorized  to 
borrow  money  and  pledge  the  property  of  the  defendant  in 
Wisconsin  for  the  payment  of  such  liens,  to  pay  the  outstand- 
ing claims  and  judgments  against  said  property.  (3)  That 
said  receivership  be  auxiliary  to  the  receivership  existing  by 
virtue  of  the  proceedings  in  the  state  of  Illinois,  as  an  aid 
thereto.  (4)  That  an  injunction  be  granted,  restraining  all 
creditors  of  said  defendant  in  Wisconsin  from  bringing  any 
other  action  or  suit  at  law  against  the  defendant,  and  that 
all  its  creditors  have  leave  to  join  in  said  action,  sharing  ex- 
penses, and  that  they  be  required,  within  such  time  as  the 
court  might  order,  to  file  their  several  claims  with  the  re- 
ceiver, and  prove  the  same, — and  for  such  further  and  other 
relief  as  should  be  just  and  equitable. 

March  31,  1897,  C.  B.  Beech  was  appointed  receiver  of  all 
the  debts,  property,  real  and  personal,  equitable  interests, 
rights,  and  things  in  action,  of  the  defendant  in  the  state  of 
Wisconsin,  and,  upon  filing  his  bond,  was  to  be  invested  with 
the  usual  rights  and  powers  of  a  receiver,  according  to  law ; 
and  he  was  ordered  to  proceed  to  aid  and  assist  in  the  wind- 
ing up  of  said  Berlin  &  Montello  Granite  Company  then 
proceeding  in  the  circuit  court  of  Cook  county,  Illinois,  to 
which  this  proceeding  was  said  to  be  ancillary. 

It  was  not  alleged  in  the  action  that  the  plaintiflf  had  re- 
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<3overed  any  judgraont  in  any  court  of  Wisconsin  against  the 
Berlin  &  Montello  Granite  Company,  or  that  it  had  obtained 
any  attachment  or  other  lien  upon  any  of  its  property  in 
that  state,  and  there  was  no  allegation  to  show  that  the  said 
Hibernian  Banking  Company  occupied  any  other  position 
than  that  of  a  creditor  at  large  of  the  defendant. 

G,  A.  Fowler^  relator,  ^ro  se, 

John  J,  Wood^  Jr. J  for  the  respondent,  contended,  iiiter 
alia,  that  the  fact  that  the  defendant  was  a  foreign  corpora- 
tion and  that  the  courts  of  its  domicile  had  appointed  a  re- 
ceiver for  it  is  a  sufficient  basis  for  the  Wisconsin  bill.  The 
courts  of  one  state,  by  the  exercise  of  interstate  comity,  will 
aid  and  assist  a  foreign  receiver,  where  the  same  may  be 
•done  without  prejudicing  the  interests  of  its  own  citizens, 
by  the  appointment  of  an  ancillary  receiver.  8  Am.  &  Eng. 
Ency.  of  Law,  408;  Smith,  Receiverships,  29,  30;  National 
Trust  Co.  V.  MUler,  33  N.  J.  Eq.  155;  Sdbernheimer  v.  Wheelei^ 
45  id.  614;  Day  v.  Postal  Tel.  Co.  66  Md.  354;  Buswellv. 
Supreme  Sitting  Order  of  the  Iron  Rail,  161  Mass.  224;  Plait 
^.  P.  cfe  R.  R.  Co.  54  Fed.  Rep.  569;  Clyde  v.  R.  &  D.  R. 
Co.  56  id.  539;  Am^s  v.  U.  P.  R.  Co.  60  id.  966;  Hunt  v. 
Columbian  Ins.  Co.  55  Me.  290.  It  should  be  noted  (1)  that 
the  courts  look  to  the  com?non  law  and  not  to  any  statute  for 
their  authority  to  appoint  such  ancillary  receiver;  (2)  that 
the  receiver  is  clothed  with  the  same  power  that  a  receiver 
of  a  domestic  corporation  would  have  under  the  statutes  of 
the  forum;  (3)  that  the  sole  restriction  is  that  the  home 
claimants  must  be  first  protected;  (4)  that  after  the  home 
creditors  are  protected  the  assets  are  to  be  distributed  rata- 
bly. The  only  question  before  this  court  is  whether  or  not 
the  circuit  court  for  Green  Lake  county  had  jurisdiction  to 
punish  the  relator  for  contempt.  State  ex  rel.  Turner  v. 
Circuit  Court  for  Ozaukee  Co.  71  Wis.  505.  By  jurisdiction 
is  meant  the  power  to  hear  and  determine  causes  and  render 
judgment.    Rhode  Island  v.  Massachusetts,  12  Pet.  718;  Van- 
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fleet,  Collateral  Attack,  71,  73,  74 ;  People  ex  reL  Davis  -». 
Sturtevant,  9  K  T.  263,  269;  Erwin  v.  Lovyry^  7  How.  172. 
The  circuit  court  for  Green  Lake  county  had  jurisdiction  of 
the  subject  matter  of  the  suit  and  of  the  person  of  the  re- 
lator, and  jurisdiction  to  impose  a  fine  for  contempt  and 
to  render  judgment  accordingly.     Sees.  3490,  3491,  K.  S. 

PiNNET,  J.  1.  The  proceeding  against  the  relator  seema 
to  have  been  regularly  instituted  by  an  order  to  show  cause 
in  the  case  in  which  the  injunction  had  been  granted,  and 
was  prosecuted  as  a  proceeding  in  that  action.  R.  S.  sees. 
3480,  3481.  It  appears  to  have  been  regularly  instituted 
and  conducted.  The  punishment  inflicted  was  such  as  the 
court  might  lawfully  inflict  in  a  proceeding  for  the  violation 
of  the  injunctional  order.  The  relator  insists  that  the  cir- 
cuit court  for  Green  Lake  county  had  no  jurisdiction  to  grant 
the  injunctional  order  with  the  violation  of  whiph  he  was 
charged.  The  circuit  court  for  Green  Lake  county  was  a 
court  of  general  jurisdiction  in  actions  at  law  and  suits  in 
equity,  and  had  authority,  in*  actions  instituted  therein,  to 
grant  injunctions  in  all  proper  cases  (R.  S.  sec.  2774),  and  to 
punish  parties  for  contempt  for  a  violation  thereof.  It  had 
jurisdiction  of  the  principal  action,  with  authority  to  hear 
and  decide  every  motion  or  application  made  or  pending 
therein. 

2.  The  granting  of  injunctions  is  one  of  the  highest  and 
most  important  prerogatives  of  a  court  of  equity.  With 
whatever  irregularities  the  proceeding  may  be  affected,  or 
however  erroneously  the  court  may  have  acted  in  granting 
an  injunction  in  the  first  instance,  it  must  be  implicitly 
obe3'ed,  as  long  as  it  remains  in  existence;  and  the  fact  that 
it  has  been  erroneously  granted  affords  no  justification  or 
excuse  for  its  violation.  The  party  against  whom  it  issues, 
or  who  is  affected  by  notice  of  its  existence,  will  not  be  al- 
lowed to  violate  it  on  the  ground  of  a  want  of  equity  in  the 
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bill,  since  he  is  not  at  liberty  to  speculate  upon  the  inten- 
tion or  decision  of  the  court,  op  upon  the  equity  of  the  bill, 
or  to  question  the  authority  of  the  court  to  grant  relief  upon 
the  facts  stated,  except  upon  application  to  dissolve  or  va- 
cate the  injunction.  Upon  proceedings  for  contempt  for 
violation  of  an  injunction,  the  only  legitimate  inquiry  is 
whether  the  court  granting  the  injunction  had  jurisdiction 
of  the  parties  and  of  the  subject  matter;  and  the  court  will 
not,  in  such  proceedings,  consider  whether  the  order  was 
erroneous.  If  the  court  had  jurisdiction  of  the  subject  mat- 
ter, the  fact  that  its  power  was  erroneously  exercised  does 
not  render  the  injunction  void,  but  only  voidable  upon  proper 
application;  and,  until  set  aside  or  revoked,  it  is  entitled  to 
implicit  obedience.  2  High,  Injunctions,  §§  1416, 1417.  The 
sole  remedy  of  the  party  is  by  motion  to  vacate  the  injunc- 
tion. Wis.  Cent.  R.  Co.  v.  Smithy  52  Wis.  143.  It  must  be 
obeyed  while  in  existence.  Sullivan  v.  Judah^  4  Paige,  444; 
People  ex  reL  Davis  v,  Stui^tevant^  9  N.  T.  263;  Erie  R.  Co. 
V.  Ramsey^  45  N.  Y.  647.  While  the  fact  that  an  injunction 
was  erroneously  issued  in  the^first  instance  affords  no  justi- 
fication or  excuse  for  its  violation,  still  such  fact  may  prop- 
erly be  taken  into  consideration  in  awarding  punishment  for 
its  breach.  Sullivan  v.  Judah^  supra i  Cape  May  d&  S.  L. 
R.  Co,  V.  Johnson^  35  IST.  J.  Eq.  422;  2  High,  Injunctions, 
§  1418;  Partington  v.  Booths  3  Mer.  148;  Kaehler  v.  Doh- 
herpuhl,  56  Wis.  497;  Eaehhr  v.  Ilalpin,  59  Wis.  40. 

3.  If  the  court  had  no  jurisdiction  over  the  matter  in- 
volved, or  if  it  exceeded  its  power  by  granting  the  injunc- 
tion in  a  matter  heyond  its  jurisdiction,  its  injunction  will 
be  treated  as  absolutely  void,  and  no  punishment  will  be  in- 
flicted for  contempt  for  its  alleged  violation;  as,  when  an 
injunction  is  issued  against  a  board  of  township  officers  to 
restrain  them  from  holding  an  election  which  they  are  au- 
thorized by  law  to  hold,  or  where  the  court  has  exceeded 
its  power  by  granting  an  injunction  in  a  matter  over  which 
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it  has  no  jarisdiotion,  as  by  enjoining  a  board  of  municipal 
officers  from  canvassing  the  returns  of  an  election,  a  court 
of  equity  having  no  power  to  hear  or  determine  such  con- 
troversies, its  injunction  will  be  treated  as  absolutely  void, 
and  punishment  inflicted  for  its  violation  will  not  be  upheld. 
2  High,  Inj.  §  1425;  Walton  v.  Deoeling,  61  111.  201;  Darst 
V.  People,  62  III.  306 1  Andrews  v.  Knox  Co,  70  111.  65;  DicTcey 
V.  Reed,  78  III.  261 ;  jEa?  parte  Wimherly,  57  Miss.  437.  Where 
the  court  has  jurisdiction  of  the  person  and  the  subject  mat- 
ter, and  has  the  legal  capacity  to  hear  and  decide  in  respect 
thereto,  a  violation  of  its  order  will  render  the  party  liable 
to  punishment,  from  which  no  other  tribunal  can  relieve 
him.  The  order  in  such  case,  although  erroneous,  is  not 
void,  but  valid  until  reversed  or  set  aside. 

4.  It  is  clearly  settled  that  it  is  no  part  of  the  general 
function  of  a  court  of  equity  to  enforce  the  payment  of 
debts.  A  mere  creditor  at  large  (as  the  plaintiff  in  the  ac- 
tion in  the  circuit  court  for  Green  Lake  county  was)  has  no 
standing  in  a  court  of  equity  for  that  purpose.  It  is  only 
after  the  creditor  has  taken  and  exhausted  all  the  means 
within  his  power  at  law  that  he  has  any  standing  to  ask 
the  aid  of  equity  to  discover  and  apply  the  debtor's  prop- 
erty to  satisfy  his  claims.  It  is  necessary  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  a  court  of  equity  in  such  an  action  that  it  should  be  made 
to  appear  that  the  creditor  is  unable  to  obtain  satisfaction 
of  his  debt  by  seizing  property  under  an  execution.  The 
court  must  be  satisfied  that  there  has  been  an  effort  in  good 
faith  made  by  the  creditor  to  collect  his  judgment,  and  that 
he  has  exhausted  without  avail  his  remedy  at  law.  The 
court  did  not  take  any  jurisdiction  under  the  statute  (K.  S. 
sees.  3216-3228)  providing  for  "  proceedings  against  insolv- 
ent corporations,"  although  the  injunction  seems  to  have 
been  granted  under  sec.  3227  of  that  statute,  by  which,  in  a 
proceeding  thereunder,  at  "any  stage  of  the  proceedings, 
the  court  may  restrain  all  proceedings  by  any  other  creditor 
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against  the  defendant  in  such  action ; "  and  the  order  for 
subsequent  proceedings  in  the  action  seems  to  have  been 
granted  as  well  under  that  section,  on  the  ground  that  the 
action  was  brought  under  the  statute  for  proceedings  against 
insolvent  corporations,  which  is  applicable  only  to  cases  of 
proceedings  against  insolvent  corporations  "  incorporated 
under  the  laws  of  this  state."    The  action  was  certainly  not 
a  comraon-law  creditor's  action.    Northwestern  Iron  Go,  v. 
Central  Trust  Co.  90  Wis.  576;  Weier  v.  Weber^  90  Wis.  474- 
476;  Hollins  v.  Brierfield  Coal  &  Iron  Co,  150  U.  S.  371, 378. 
Although  the  plaintiff  had  a  complete  and  adequate  remedy 
at  law,  as  appears  from  its  complaint,  it  does  not  follow  that 
the  court  was  without  jurisdiction  to  grant  the  injunction. 
The  ground  on  which  courts  of  equity  refuse  to  take  cogni- 
zance of  proceedings  in  such  cases,  namely,  that  the  plaintiff 
has  an  adequate  remedy  at  law,  "  is  in  no  proper  sense  juris- 
dictional."    The  court  has  power  to  hear  and  determine  the 
action,  and  in- general  will  do  so  unless  objection  in  proper 
form  be  taken.     This  may  be  by  demurrer  to  the  complaint 
when  the  objection  appears  on  the  face  of  it;  otherwise  by 
answer.     If  not  taken  in  one  or  the  other  of  these  forms,  it 
is  waived.     Peck  v.  School  District^  21  Wis.  521;  Tenney  v. 
State  Ban\  20  Wis.  152 ;  Grandin  v,  Le  Roy^  2  Paige,  509. 
In  Peck  V.  School  DiUrict^  supra^  it  was  said  that  the  objec- 
tion that  the  plaintiff  has  an  adequate  remedy  at  law  "  is  no 
more  than  a  rule  of  practice  in  the  court  of  chancery,  upon 
which  the  action  will  be  dismissed  if  the  attention  of  the 
court  is  called  to  it  at  the  proper  time  and  in  the  proper 
manner;  and,  although  it  is  most  frequently  spoken  of  by 
courts  and  writers  as  a  question  of  jurisdiction,  it  is  strictly 
inaccurate  to  call  it  so.   There  is  no  want  of  jurisdiction,  and 
should  the  court  proceed,  after  objection  taken,  according 
to  its  own  rule,  it  is  very  clear  that  the  judgment  would  not 
be  void."     This  view  of  the  question  of  jurisdiction  of  the 
subject  matter  in  equity  is  expressly  affirmed  in  the  case  of 
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Uollinsv.  Brierfield  Coal  dk  Iron  Co.  150  U.  S.  371.  It  is  there 
said :  "  Defenses  existing  in  equity  suits  may  be  waived,  just 
as  they  may  in  law*  actions;  and  when  waived,  the  cases 
stand  as  though  the  objection  never  existed.  Given  a  suit 
in  which  there  is  jurisdiction  of  the  parties  [as  in  the  present 
case],  in  a  matter  within  the  general  scope  of  the  jurisdiction 
of  courts  of  equity,  and  a  decree  rendered  will  be  binding, 
although  it  may  be  apparent  that  defenses  existed,  which,  if 
presented,  would  have  resulted  in  a  decree  of  dismissal. 
.  •  .  It  cannot  be  doubted  that  a  final  decree,  providing 
for  a  settlement  of  the  affairs  of  a  corporation  and  a  distri- 
bution among  creditors,  could  not  have  been  challenged  on 
the  ground  of  a  want  of  jurisdiction  in  the  court;  and  that 
notwithstanding  that  it  appeared  upon  the  face  of  the  bill 
that  the  plaintiffs  were  simple-contract  creditors;  because  the 
administration  of  the  assets  of  an  insolvent  corporation  is 
within  the  functions  of  a  court  of  equity^  and,  the  parties 
being  before  the  court,  it  has  power  to  proceed  with  such 
administration.  If  there  was  a  defense  existing  to  the  bills 
as  framed,  an  objection  to  the  right  of  these  plaintiffs  to  pro- 
ceed on  the  ground  that  their  legal  remedies  had  not  been 
exhausted,  it  was  a  defense  and  objection  which  must  be 
made  in  limine^  and  does  not  of  itself  oust  the  court  of  juris- 
diction." Sage  v.  M,  cfe  Z.  Ji.  Co.  125  U.  S.  361;  Mellen  v. 
Moline  Malleable  IronWorTcs^  131  U.  S.  352. 

The  contention  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  circuit  court 
for  Green  Lake  county  might  be  rested  simply  upon  the 
ground  that  the  property  and  assets  of  the  defendant  corpo- 
ration were  a  trust  fund  held  for  the  benefit  of  the  plaintiff 
and  others,  its  creditors,  is  reviewed  and  rejected  in  Hollins 
V.  Brierfield  Coal  c&  Iron  Co.  150  U.  S.  380,  384. 

The  position  that  the  circuit  court  for  Green  Lake  county 
had  jurisdiction  of  the  subject  matter  of  the  action  may  well 
be  rested  upon  the  ground  that  notwithstanding,  upon  the 
facts  of  the  complaint,  the  plaintiffs  were  simple-contract 
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creditors,  yet  because  the  administration  of  the  assets  of  an 
insolvent  corporation  is  within  the  functions  of  a  court  of 
equity,  and  the  proper  parties  being  before  the  court,  it  had 
power  to  proceed  therewith.  It  does  not  appear  that  any 
objection  was  made  to  the  right  of  the  plaintiff  to  proceed 
in  that  action  on  the  ground  that  its  legal  remedies  had  not 
been  exhausted.  The  complaint  in  the  action  shows  that 
the  defendant  has  a  large  amount  of  property  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  court  which  had  already  been  seized  and 
was  about  to  be  ^old  for  the  payment  of  its  debts;  that  its 
indebtedness  was  over  $170,000,  and  the  value -of  its  prop- 
erty and  estate  was  $140,000,  which  had  been  levied  on  and 
attached  for  claims  to  the  amount  of  $27,000.  The  fact  of 
the  embarrassed  condition  of  the  defendant  company,  and 
that  a  struggle  was  going  on  among  its  creditors  for  pay- 
ment out  of  its  assets,  would  seem  to  constitute  no  reason 
why  the  court  should  appoint  a  receiver  for  it  or  restrain 
any  of  its  creditors  from  proceeding  to  collect  their  demands 
by  actions  at  law.  One  object  of  the  action  seems  to  be  to 
authorize  the  receiver  to  borrow  money  upon  the  property 
and  assets  of  the  corporation  to  release  its  property,  or  save 
it  from  sacrifice  by  sale  for  the  payment  of  debts.  We  are 
not  prepared  to  affirm  that  a  court  of  equity  may  rightfully, 
in  a  case  like  the  present,  resort  to  such  a  measure  in  the 
administration  of  the  affairs  of  an  insolvent  corporation ;  but 
upon  this  subject,  as  well  as  upon  the  question  whether  the 
complaint  states  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a  cause  of 
action,  it  is  not  necessary  to  express  an  opinion.  It  is  suffi- 
cient that  the  court  had  jurisdiction,  as  already  defined,  of 
the  subject  matter  of  the  action.  The  plaintiff  being  a  for- 
eign corporation,  its  right  to  recognition  in  this  state,  and 
to  sue  in  its  courts,  depended  upon  interstate  comity;  and 
whether,  as  a  mere  creditor  at  large  of  the  corporation,  it 
can  come  into  the  courts  of  this  state,  and  maintain  upon 
that  ground,  merely,  an  action  for  the  appointment  of  an 
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ancillary  receiver  in  a  case  like  the  present,  it  is  not  neces- 
sary now  to  consider. 

Reference  was  made  at  the  argument  to  the  case  of  Na- 
tional Trust  Co,  V.  Miller^  33  N.  J.  Eq.  155,  and  other  decis- 
ions in  that  state  on  this  subject;  but  it  will  be  found  on 
examination  that  such  decisions  rest  upon  a  statute  of  that 
state,  by  the  express  provisions  of  which  foreign  corporations 
doing  business  therein  were  made  subject  to  all  the  provis- 
ions of  the  New  Jersey  statute  concerning  domestic  corpo- 
rations, so  far  as  the  same  could  be  applied  to  foreign  cor- 
porations, and  upon  the  ground  that  the  legislative  design 
-was  unquestionably  to  confer  upon  the  court  the  same  pow- 
ers in  respect  to  insolvent  corporations,  created  by  foreign 
jurisdictions,  having  property  in  New  Jersey,  that  it  might 
exercise  over  insolvent  domestic  corporations, —  so  far,  at 
least,  as  the  exercise  of  such  powers  was  necessary  to  the 
recovery  of  any  assets,  whether  legal  or  equitable,  and  the 
right  to  appoint  an  ancillary  or  auxiliary  receiver  to  a  pro- 
ceeding instituted  against  such  foreign  corporation  in  the 
state  which  created  it. 

The  corporation  defendant  was  insolvent,  and  its  business 
appears  to  have  been  broken  up  or  suspended  by  the  pro- 
ceedings instituted  against  it  by  its  creditors.  The  situation 
Avas  that  the  plaintiflP,  itself  a  mere  creditor  at  large  of  the 
defendant,  without  any  levy  or  lien  of  any  kind  upon  the  de- 
fendant's property,  commenced  an  action  against  it,  in  which 
it  sought  to  reduce  its  claim  to  judgment,  with  a  view,  doubt- 
less, to  ulterior  equitable  relief.  It  got  an  ancillary  receiver 
appointed  and  an  injunction  to  prevent  all  other  creditors 
from  prosecuting  their  debtor  at  law  for  the  recovery  of 
their  like  demands  against  it.  The  effect  of  these  proceed- 
ings was  to  hold  at  bay  all  other' creditors,  and  prevent  them 
from  proceeding  at  law  against  the  defendant  to  collect  their 
debts,  or  to  exhaust  their  legal  remedies  in  order  that  they 
might  institute  appropriate  proceedings  in  equity  for  that 
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purpose.  Under  this  receivership  and  injunction, —  granted, 
as  it  is  said,  upon  the  ground  of  interstate  comity^ —  Becker 
&  Co.,  a  creditor  of  the  defendant  corporation  to  the  amount 
of  825,000,  was  to  be  kept  out  of  the  courts  of  the  state, 
and  prevented  from  resorting  to  the  courts  of  Wisconsin  to 
recover  at  law  its  demand,  or  to  attach  the  property  of 
the  defendant,  its  debtor;  and  its  attorney,  Mr.  Fowler^  has 
been  prosecuted  and  fined  $200  and  costs  for  instituting  and 
prosecuting  to  judgment  an  action  at  law  for  the  recovery 
of  a  legal  demand  in  favor  of  his  client  against  the  insolv- 
ent corporation  defendant.  The  effect  of  this  injunction  and 
receivership  was  to  close  the  doors  of  the  courts  of  this  state 
most  effectually  against  all  of  the  defendant's  creditors,  ex- 
cept the  plaintiff,  while  it  was  proceeding  in  its  action  for 
the  recovery  of  its  legal  demand  against  it.  In  our  judg- 
ment, the  granting  of  such  receivership  and  injunction  is  not 
sustained  by,  but  is  contrary  to,  equity  practice  and  well- 
settled  principles  of  interstate  comity.  It  appears  to  have 
operated  harshly  and  oppressively.  It  seems  to  have  been 
granted  under  a  misapprehension  as  to  the  applicability  of 
the  statute  in  respect  to  proceedings  against  insolvent  cor- 
porations, incorporated  under  the  laws  of  this  state,  to  the 
particular  case  in  hand. 

We  cannot  hold  that  the  injunction  was  absolutely  void 
because  it  was  erroneous  and  ill  advised.  The  attorney  for 
Becker  &Co.  was  technically  guilty  of  contempt,  in  proceed- 
ing, in  disregard  of  it,  to  prosecute  its  action  against  the 
defendant  to  judgment.  The  plaintiff,  as  a  foreign  corpo- 
ration, might  properly,  upon  grounds  of  interstate  comity, 
come  into  the  courts  of  this  state  and  prosecute  its  causes 
and  rights  of  Action  therein  in  the  same  manner  and  as  freely 
as  a  citizen  of  Wisconsin  or  other  suitors  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances; but  we  hold  that  it  cannot  on  that  ground  be 
allowed  to  maintain  in  such  courts  actions  or  proceedings 
denied  to  residents  of  the  state  or  other  suitors  in  its  courts. 
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No  sound  reason  is  perceived  why,  in  this  respect,  it  should 
be  accorded  rights  or  advantages  superior  to  those  of  resi- 
dents or  such  other  suitors  in  the  courts  of  the  state. 

The  proceeding  against  the  relator  for  contempt,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  authorities  already  cited,  should  have  been 
discharged  upon  payment  by  him  of  the  costs  thereof.  For 
the  reasons  stated  the  order  of  the  circuit  court  must  be  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  to  that  court  for  further 
proceedings  in  conformity  with  this  opinion. 

By  ike  Court — Judgment  is  ordered  accordingly. 
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Sutton,  Eespondent,  vs.  The  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapo- 
lis &  Omaha  Eailway  Company,  Appellant 

November  16, 1897 — January  11, 1898, 

Railroads:  Collinon  at  highway  crossing:  Negligence:  Excessive  speed: 
Failure  to  fence:  Restoring  highway:  Evidence:  Failure  to  give  sig- 
nals: Improper  remarks  of  counsel:  Judicial  notice, 

li  In  an  action  against  a  railway  company  to  recover  for  the  killing 
of  a  team  in  a  collision  at  a  highway  crossing  in  the  country, 
where  no  statute  or  ordinance  regulated  the  rate  of  speed,  negli- 
gence cannot  be  inferred  from  the  mere  fact  that  the  train  was 
running  about  forty  miles  per  hour. 

2,  The  failure  of  a  railroad  company  to  properly  fence  its  right  of 
way  cannot  be  the  basis  of  a  recovery  for  the  killing  of  a  team  at 
a  highway  crossing,  where  there  is  no  evidence  tending  to  show 
that  the  fence  or  its  absence  had  anything  to  do  with  the  accident. 

S,  In  order  to  charge  a  railroad  company  with  negligence  by  reason 
of  an  open  ditch  in  the  highway  at  a  crossing,  on  the  ground  that 
the  company  had  failed  to  restore  the  crossing  to  its  former  con- 
difion  of  usefulness  as  required  by  sec.  1836,  R.  S.,  it  must  appear 
that  the  ditch  was  caused  by  the  failure  of  the  company  to  com- 
ply  with  the  statute. 

4.  The  existence  of  a  highway  when  a  railroad  was  constructed,  so  as 
to  render  it  the  duty  of  the  company  to  restore  the  highway  to  its 
former  condition  of  usefulness,  under  sea  1886,  R  S.,  is  held  to 
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have  been  estabh'shed,  prima  facie,  by  the  evidence  of  witnesses 
that  they  were  acquainted  with  the  highway  at  the  point  in  ques- 
tion before  the  railroad  was  built  and  that  it  was  traveled  at  that 
time;  and  introduction  of  the  records  of  the  laying  out  of  the 
highway  was  unnecessary. 

&  Evidence  of  witnesses  who  were  not  listening  for  locomotive  sig- 
nals at  a  high  way  crossing,  and  did  not  have  their  attention  directed 
to  the  subject,  that  they  did  not  hear  the  whistle  blown  at  the 
proper  distance  from  the  crossing,  but  did  hear  it  blown  at  a  much 
less  distance,  is  held  insufficient  to  support  a  verdict  to  the  effect 
that  proper  signals  were  not  given. 

6b  Repeated  statements  that  one  of  plaintiff's  witnesses  had  been  cor- 
rupted by  the  defendant's  agents,  made  by  plaintiff's  counsel  in 
the  presence  of  the  jury  while  endeavoring  to  obtain  permission 
to  treat  such  witness  as  an  adverse  witness  and  to  read  his  depo- 
sition, which  could  not  be  used  under  sec.  4089,  R  S.,  because  the 
witness  was  present  in  court,  are  held  to  have  been  so  prejudicial 
to  defendant  as  to  warrant  reversal  of  a  judgment  for  plaintiff. 

7.  This  court  will  not  take  judicial  notice  of  the  fact  that  a  person 
whose  name  appears  upon  its  roll  of  attorneys  had  removed  from 
the  state  at  the  time  he  signed  a  notice  of  appeal. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Monroe 
county:  O.  B.  Wyman,  Circuit  Judge.    Jieveraed. 

This  is  an  action  to  recover  the  value  of  a  team  of  horses 
killed  by  a  collision  with  defendant's  passenger  train  upon  a 
country  highway  crossing  about  a  half  mile  northwest  of 
the  city  of  Augusta,  in  Eau  Claire  county,  on  the  19th  day 
of  March,  1892. 

The  highway  in  question  runs  directly  east  and  west,  and 
is  a  main  road,  traveled  extensively.  The  railway  track 
crosses  the  highway  obliquely,  from  northwest  to  southeast, 
and  the  highway  is  slightly  turnpiked  up  above  the  natural 
level  of  the  ground  at  the  crossing.  On  the  day  of  the  acci- 
dent a  young  man  named  Humes  was  driving  along  this 
highway  from  west  to  east.  lie  was  driving  a  young  team 
belonging  to  his  father,  hitched  to  a  wagon  with  a  long  reach 
and  without  any  box.  He  was  riding  upon  the  rear  hounds 
of  the  wagon,  or  upon  the  rear  bolster,  and  was  leading  be- 
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hind  a  heavy  team  belonging  to  the  plaintiflf,  which  was 
hitched  to  a  wagon  with  a  wood  rack  thereon.  The  young 
man  approached  the  crossing  from  the  west  at  about  noon, 
and,  as  he  crossed  the  track,  the  rear  team  (being  the  plaint- 
ilFs  team)  was  struck  by  the  defendant's  regular  passenger 
train  coming  from  the  northwest  at  a  speed  of  fort}'^  miles 
an  hour,  and,  as  a  result  of  the  collision,  the  team  was  killed, 
the  rear  wagon  and  harness  destroyed,  and  the  young 
man  was  instantly  killed.  The  complaint  alleged  negligence 
on  the  part  of  the  railway  company  in  failing  to  restore  the 
highway  to  its  former  state,  and  in  failing  to  properly  fence 
the  same;  also  in  running  its  train  at  a  dangerously  high 
rate  of  speed;  also  in  failing  to  give  the  proper  signal,  by 
sounding  the  whistle  or  ringing  the  bell. 

The  circuit  judge  charged  the  jury  that  there  was  no  evi- 
dence that  the  train  was  running  at  an  unlawful  rate  of 
speed,  and  that  they  could  not  find  negligence  because  of 
the  speed  of  the  train,  nor  because  of  failure  to  fence,  but 
submitted  to  the  jury  the  other  alleged  grounds  of  negli- 
gence. A  general  verdict  was  returned  for  the  plaintiff,  fix; 
ing  the  damages  at  $508,  and  from  judgment  thereon  the 
defendant  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Z.  K.  Luse^  attor- 
ney, and  Thomas  Wilsonj  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by 
Mr.  Zuse. 

J.  J,  Sutton^  respondent,  in  pro.  per. 

WiNSLow,  J.  The  defendant  claimed  upon  the  trial  be- 
low that  the  evidence  failed  to  show  any  negligence  upon 
its  part  in  any  of  the  ways  claimed  by  the  plaintiflf,  and  the 
questions  arising  upon  this  broad  claim  are  properly  pre- 
served by  exceptions  for  review  upon  this  appeal.  As  stated 
in  the  statement  of  the  case,  negligence  causing  the  injury 
was  claimed  by  the  plaintitf  in  four  respects,  viz.:  (1)  In 
running  the  train  at  a  dangerously  high  rate  of  speed ;  (2)  in 
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failing  to  properly  fence  its  right  of  way ;  (3)  in  failing  to 
restore  the  highway  to  its  former  condition ;  and  (4)  in  fail- 
ing to  give  the  proper  signals. 

•  1.  The  court  finally  took  from  the  jury  the  question  of 
the  alleged  negligent  rate  of  speed  of  the  train,  and  charged 
that  the  evidence  did  not  show  negligence  in  this  respect. 
This  was  plainly  right.  The  crossing  was  in  the  country, 
where  there  was  no  limitation,  either  by  statute  or  ordi- 
nance, upon  the  speed  of  trains.  Under  such  circumstances, 
it  cannot  be  said  that  it  is  negligence  to  run  a  train  at  or 
about  the  speed  of  forty  miles  per  hour,  or  that  negligence 
can  be  inferred  from  such  fact  alone.  Mills  i&  Le  Clair  L. 
Co,  i;.  CI,  St,  P.,  M,  i&  0,  R,  Co.  91  Wis.  336. 

2.  The  court  also  charged  that  there  could  be  no  recov- 
ery upon  the  ground  of  failure  to  properly  fence  the  right 
of  way,  and  this  was  so  clearly  correct  that  we  shall  spend 
no  time  in  discussing  it,  but  simply  say  that  there  was  no 
evidence  tending  to  show  that  either  a  fence,  or  the  absence 
of  a  fence,  had  anything  to  do  with  the  accident. 

3.  The  statute  (K.  S.  sec.  1836)  requires  every  railway 
company  constructing  its  road  across  or  upon  any^  highway 
to  restore  such  highway  to  its  former  state,  or  to  such  con- 
dition that  its  usefulness  shall  not  be  materially  impaired. 
It  has  been  held  by  this  court  that  this  provision  applies 
only  to  cases  where  the  railroad  is  built  upon  or  across  an 
already  existing  highway.  Chicago^  M,  cfe  St.  P.  R.  Co.  v, 
Milwaukee^  97  Wis.  418.  In  the  present  case  it  is  claimed 
that  there  was  no  evidence  to  show  that  the  highway  in 
question  was  an  existing  highway  at  the  time  of  the  con- 
struction of  the  railroad,  and  hence  that  the  statute  above 
referred  to  had  no  application.  Upon  this  point  it  is  suffi- 
cient to  say  that  two  witnesses  acquainted  with  the  locality 
testified,  in  substance,  that  they  were  acquainted  with  the 
highway  at  this  point  before  the  railroad  was  built,  and  one 
of  them  stated  that  it  was  traveled  at  that  time.    We  re- 
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gard  this  testimony  as  sufficient  to  establish,  prima  facie 
at  least,  the  fact  that  the  highway  existed  at  the  time  the 
railroad  was  constructed  over  it.  "We  do  not  think  it  was 
necessary  for  the  plaintiff  to  introduce  the  record  of  the  lay- 
ing out  of  the  road,  in  the  absence  of  any  testimony  to  the 
contrary. 

The  defect  which  it  was  claimed  existed  in  the  highway,  and 
for  which  it  was  claimed  the  defendant  was  responsible,  was 
that  there  was  a  deep  ditch  within  the  limits  of  the  high- 
way and  of  the  railroad  right  of  way,  just  south  of  the  trav- 
eled portion  of  the  highway,  as  it  approaches  the  point  of 
crossing.  There  was  some  testimony  which  tended  to  show 
that  the  young  man  heard  the  train,  and  stopped  his  horses 
-within  a  short  distance  of  the  crossing,  and  that  they 
plunged  somewhat,  and  went  partially  into  the  ditch,  and 
then  came  out  of  it,  throwing  the  young  man  from  his  seat 
to  the  ground  when  about  crossing  the  track,  just  ahead  of 
the  train,  and  so  it  is  claimed  that  the  existence  and  pres- 
ence of  the  ditch  was  a  direct  cause  of  the  accident.  The 
radical  difficulty  with  this  claim  is  that  it  is  nowhere  shown, 
that  the  ditch  was  constructed  or  caused  by  the  building  of 
the  railroad.  As  far  as  the  evidence  shows,  it  may  have  ex- 
isted at  the  time  the  railroad  was  built.  Certainly  it  was 
necessary  for  the  plaintiff  to  show  that  the  railroad  company 
failed  in  performing  its  duty  under  the  statute,  and  in  so 
failing  caused  or  made  the  ditch.  There  being  an  entire 
absence  of  such  evidence,  there  was  nothing  to  go  to  the 
jury  upon  this  ground  of  negligence. 

4.  As  to  the  alleged  failure  to  give  the  statutory  signals 
for  the  crossing,  there  was  really  no  evidence  which  would 
support  a  verdict  to  the  effect  that  the  proper  signals  were 
not  given.  No  witness  testified  that  the  bell  was  not  rung, 
and  two  witnesses  testified,  simply,  that  they  did  not  hear 
the  whistle  blown  eighty  rods  before  reaching  the  crossing, 
but  did  hear  it  blown  at  a  point  about  forty-five  rods  west 
Vol.  98— 11 
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of  the  crossing.  Neither  of  these  witnesses  was  listening 
for  the  signal,  or  had  his  attention  directed  to  the  subject; 
and  under  the  rule  stated  in  Wickham  v,  C.  cfe  iT.  W,  li.  Co. 
95  Wis.  23,  this  evidence  will  not  support  a  verdict  that  the 
signal  was  not  given.  On  the  other  hand,  there  was  posi- 
tive evidence,  not  only  on  the  part  of  the  train  employees, 
but  by  other  disinterested  witnesses,  that  the  proper  signals 
were  given.  In  this  condition  of  evidence  there  was  noth- 
ing to  go  to  the  jury  upon  this  claim  of  negligence. 

These  conclusions  necessitate  reversal  of  the  judgment. 

There  are  some  other  contentions  made,  however,  which 
seem  to  require  attention. 

The  plaintiff  called  as  a  witness  one  Bennett,  who  was 
upon  the  highway  at  the  time  of  the  accident,  and  was  an 
eyewitness  of  it.  It  seems  that  Bennett's  deposition  had 
been  previously  taken  by  consent  of  counsel  on  both  sides, 
under  an  oral  stipulation  that  it  might  be  read  upon  the 
trial.  However,  the  witness  was  present  at  the  trial,  and  so 
the  reason  for  using  it  no  longer  existed,  and,  under  the  stat- 
ute, it  was  no  longer  admissible.  R.  S.  sec.  4089.  Shortly 
after  beginning  the  examination  of  Bennett,  Mr,  Suitorij  who 
conducted  his  case  in  person,  stated  that  he  wished  to  read 
from  the  deposition,  and  to  cross-examine  the  witness,  which 
proceeding  was  duly  objected  to.  JUr.  Sutton  then  proceeded 
in  his  endeavor  to  get  the  deposition  in  evidence,  stating,  in 
presence  of  the  jury,  that  "  the  witness '  evidence  is  so  far  at 
variance  with  his  deposition  that  it  is  an  outrage  on  the 
court;"  that  he  had  expected  it,  ever  since  he  had  seen  the 
witness  in  close  consultation  with  Mr.  Luse;  that  the  witness 
had  been  "handled ''  by  defendant's  claim  agent  and  attor- 
ney, and  that  he  {Siftto?i)  knew  what  he  was  talking  about, 
and  that  for  that  reason  he  was  not  surprised  when  the  wit- 
ness came  into  court  and  made  these  statements  now.  After 
considerable  of  this  sort  of  talk  on  the  part  of  counsel,  and 
a  number  of  reiterations  in  various  ways  of  the  charge  that 
the  witness  had  been  tampered  with,  the  court  refused  to 
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allow  the  deposition  to  be  read,  but  permitted  Mr,  Sutton  to 
treat  the  witness  as  an  adverse  witness,  and  to  cross-examine 
him  as  to  what  he  testified  to  in  his  deposition.  Whether 
this  was  a  case  where,  in  the  exercise  of  a  sound  discretion, 
the  plaintiff  should  have  been  allowed  to  cross-examine  his 
own  witness  may  be  doubtful  {Juneau  Bank  v.  McSpedon^ 
15  Wis.  629),  and  we  do  not  deem  it  incumbent  upon  us  to 
decide  that  question.  Certain  we  are,  however,  that  the 
course  of  the  plaintiff,  in  making  repeated  charges  that  the 
witness  had  been  corrupted  by  the  defendant's  agent,  was 
entirely  unjustifiable,  and  ought,  of  itself  alone,  to  call  for  a 
reversal  of  the  judgment.  Such  charges,  made  without  the 
sanction  of  an  oath,  are  no  part  of  proper  legal  warfare,  and 
at  the  same  time  they  are  eminently  calculated  to  mislead  and 
prejudice  the  jury.  A  case  that  cannot  be  won  fairly  upon 
the  evidence  by  the  use  of  legal  and  lawyer-like  methods, 
presumably  does  not  deserve  to  be  won.  The  same  criticism 
applies  to  a  remark  injected  into  the  case  at  another  stage 
of  the  trial,  to  the  effect  that  the  company  had  already 
settled  for  the  death  of  the  young  man.  It  is  true  that,  upon 
objection  being  made  to  the  last-mentioned  remark,  the  court 
said  that  it  should  not  be  mentioned ;  but  we  have  found  no 
ruling  or  caution  to  the  jury  with  reference  to  the  other  re- 
marks, and  we  cannot  but  regard  them  as  coming  clearly 
within  the  rule  laid  down  by  this  court  in  the  case  of  An- 
drews V.  a,  M,  <&,  St.  P.  R.  Co.  96  Wis.  348. 

A  suggestion  was  made  that  the  appeal  should  be  dismissed 
for  the  reason  that  Mr.  Luse,  who  signed  the  notice  of  ap- 
peal, was  not  at  that  time  a  resident  of  this  state.  Mr.  Luse's 
name  appears  upon  the  roll  of  attorneys  of  this  court.  There 
is  nothing  in  this  record  to  show  that  he  has  changed  his 
residence,  and  certainly  the  court  cannot  take  judicial  notice 
of  the  fact.  What  would  be  the  effect  of  such  a  change,  if 
it  were  shown  to  have  taken  place,  is  not  determined. 

JSy  the  Court, —  Judgment  reversed,  and  action  ;remanded 
for  a  new  trial. 
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Candrian,  Appellant,  vs.  Millee,  Eespondent. 

November  17, 1897  —  January  11, 1898. 

(1-6)  Libel:  Mitigating  circumstances:  Express  malice:  Several  causes 
of  action:  deduction  of  damages:  Character  of  plaintiff:  Evidence: 
Instructions.    (7)  Appeal:  Exceptions. 

1.  In  an  action  for  the  publication  of  an  open  letter  which  was  libel- 

ous per  se,  the  defendant  may,  under  sec.  2678,  R.  S.,  set  up  both 
the  truth  of  the  matter  charged  as  defamatory  and  any  mitigat- 
ing circumstances  to  reduce  the  damages,  including,  in  this  case, 
a  newspaper  article  published  by  the  plaintiff  two  weeks  earlier, 
to  which  the  alleged  libel  professed  to  be  a  reply. 

2.  In  an  action  for  the  publication  of  an  article  libelous  per  se,  a  re- 

fusal to  instruct  that  any  sum  less  than  $50  would  not  be  sub- 
stantial damages  because  it  would  not  carry  costs,  is  held  not  to 
be  erroneous,  the  question  of  damages  being  peculiarly  for  the 
jury. 
8.  In  such  a  case  the  plaintiff  introduced  letters  written  by  the  defend- 
ant for  the  avowed  purpose  of  proving  express  malice.  Before 
resting,  however,  his  counsel  stated  that  he  desired  "the  record 
to  show  that  we  make  no  claim  for  punitory  damages,"  and  then 
offered  another  letter  of  the  same  general  character.  The  evi- 
dence of  malice  was  not  formally  withdrawn.  Held,  that  the  ad- 
mission of  evidence  in  mitigation  of  damages,  against  plaintiff's 
objection  that  no  punitory  damages  were  claimed,  was  not  error. 

4.  Where  an  article  contains  several  libelous  expressions,  each  of  such 

expressions  is  in  legal  effect  a  separate  cause  of  action. 

5.  Under  sec.  2678,  R  S.  (providing  that  "the  defendant  may  in  his 

answer  allege  both  the  truth  of  the  matter  charged  as  defamatory, 
and  any  mitigating  circumstances,  to  reduce  the  amount  of  dam* 
ages;  and  whether  he  prove  the  justification  or  not,  he  may  give 
in  evidence  the  mitigating  circumstances  "),  actual  or  compensa- 
tory damages  cannot  be  reduced  by  mitigating  circumstances. 

6.  In  an  action  for  libel  evidence  of  the  plaintiffs  bad  character  with 

reference  to  any  of  the  defamatory  charges  is  admissible  under  a 
general  denial  in  mitigation  of  actual  damages. 

7.  A  motion  for  a  new  trial  on  the  general  ground  of  errors  in  the  in- 

structions is  insufficient  to  bring  up  for  review  any  specific  in- 
struction. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  La  Crosse 
county :  O.  B.  Wyman,  Circuit  Judge.    Heversed. 
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The  facts  are  stated  in  the  opinion. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  separate  briefs  by  Wintei% 
Esch  (&  Winter  and  IUgbee  d:  BungCy  and  oral  argument  by 
J,  J.  Esch  and  G.  W.  Bun/je,  They  contended,  inter  aliuy 
that  the  article  published  by  the  plaintiff  and  pleaded  in 
justification  was  published  on  May  14,  and  defendant's  at- 
tention was  called  to  it  on  the  same  day,  while  the  libel  sued 
on  was  published  on  May  28.  The  defendant  testified  that 
he  wrote  the  alleged  libel  soon  after  May  14,  but  that  it  was 
not  to  be  published  until  the  28th  and  that  he  might  have 
stopped  its  publication  at  any  time  before  that  time.  He 
had  already  answered  the  publication  of  May  14  by  a  letter 
through  the  mails,  and  also  by  open  letter  No.  1,  published 
May  21.  In  his  article  of  May  21  the  defendant  made  all 
the  answer  to  plaintiff's  article  that  was  necessary,  and  took 
all  the  law  allowed  him  in  the  way  of  venting  any  feelings 
provoked  by  the  publication  thereof.  There  had  been  time 
for  his  blood  to  cool.  Quinhy  v.  Minnesota  Tribune  Co.  38 
Minn.  528;  Maynard  v.  Beardsley^  7  Wend.  560;  Gould  v. 
Weedy  12  id.  12;  Shejill  v.  Van  Beusen,  15  Gray,  485;  Porter 
V.  Henderson^  11  Mich.  20;  Townshend,  Slander  &  L.  §  416; 
Zee  V.  Wooheyy  19  Johns.  319;  Gronan  v.  KuJchucl\  59  Iowa, 
18;  1  Suth.  Dam.  231;  Eeiser  v.  Smith,  71  Ala.  481;  Jiamjer 
%\  Goodrich,  17  Wis.  78;  13  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  492. 
The  court  should  have  given  the  instruction  with  reference 
to  the  effect  of  the  verdict  upon  costs,  as  requested.  2  Thomp- 
son, Trials,  §  2061;  Armstrong  v,  Pierson,  8  Iowa,  29;  Town- 
shend, Slander  &  L.  §  289,  note  4;  Waffle  v.  Dillenlack,  38 
X.  T.  53;  WaTcelln  v.  Morris,  2  Fost.  &  F.  26;  JS'^olton  v. 
Moses,  3  Barb.  31 ;  SteTcetee  v.  Kimm,  48  Mich.  322. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Fruit  cfi  B rind- 
ley  and  (7.  Z.  Hood^  and  oral  argument  by  J,  J.  Fruit  and 
Mr.  Hood. 

Cassoday,  C.  J.  This  action  was  commenced  June  3, 1S06, 
to  recover  damages  sustained  by  reason  of  a  libel  published 
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by  the  defendant  of  and  concerning  the  plaintiff,  May  28, 
1896. 

The  libel  was  in  the  form  of  an  open  letter,  and,  among 
other  things,  with  appropriate  innuendoes  and  in  effect,  re- 
ferred to  the  plaintiff  as  being  eloquent  in  calumnies,  out- 
rageously malicious  allusions,  lying  and  quarreling  with 
acquaintances  and  neighbors, but  equally  as  "cod-fish  mute" 
when  called  upon  for  an  answer,  explanation,  or  the  truth, 
quarreling  in  guttersnipe  fashion,  and  as  incapable  of  think- 
ing at  all;  that  he  appears  in  a  very  dim,  nay  perhaps  even 
dirty,  light;  that  he  was  tricky  and  stupid;  that  he  was  a 
noble  swindling  knight, —  smooth  swindler;  that  people  de- 
spise and  avoid  him ;  that,  even  as  a  newspaper  man,  he  was 
only  an  exceedingly  wretched  example;  narrow  of  intellect, 
intolerant,  and  full  of  spite  and  prejudices;  that  he  garbles 
and  compiles  from  other  papers  whatever  is  to  his  liking, 
and  then  parades  the  same  before  the  world  as  if  they  were 
his  own  intellectual  productions,  and  without  giving  ex- 
changes credit  therefor;  that  he  was  a  stupid  blockhead, — 
a  base  dunce  and  dude;  that  he  had  the  hide  of  a  rhinoceros, 
and  ought  to  be  whipped  with  a  rhinoceros  whip  into'  de- 
cency and  good  manners,  and  thus  drive  the  fop,  dude,  and 
dancing  booby  out  of  him;  that  he  was  possessed  of  inde- 
scribable vanity ;  that  even  his  personal  appearance  carries 
the  irresistible  impression  of  the  coxcomb,  the  dude,  the  fop; 
that  whoever  had  business  dealing  with  him  discovered  only 
too  soon  that  he  was  an  insipid,  superficial  individual,  whose 
business  methods  appear  here  and  there  unclean ;  that  such 
screech  owls  as  he  had  been  characterized  as  "  scabby  car- 
rion;" that  his  idiocy  and  assumed  grandeur  and  vanity 
together  go  to  make  a  fool  and  eccentric  fop  of  him;  that 
he  discloses  himself  as  a  positively  contemptible  slack-tail, 
full  of  blemishes,  fleas,  spots,  and  tatters.  The  letter  closes 
with  a  promise  to  write  two  other  lettej's,  and  with  these 
Avords:  "  I  am  your  well-equipped  adversary,  James  G.  Mil- 
ler^ Attorney." 
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The  letter  is,  in  part,  an  answer  to  an  alleged  libelous  arti- 
cle published  by  the  plaintiff  of  and  concerning  the  defend- 
ant. May  14,  1896.  The  amended  answer  of  the  defendant 
concedes  the  publication,  and  consists  of  admissions  and  de- 
nials, and  sets  forth  the  libelous  article  so  published  by  the 
plaintiff.  May  14, 1896,  and  certain  prior  transactions  of  the 
plaintiff,  and  pleads  the  matters  aforesaid  in  mitigation  of 
damages,  as  well  as  in  justification  and  in  defense  of  the  ac- 
tion. At  the  close  of  the  trial  the  jury  returned  a  verdict 
in  favor  of  the  plaintiff,  and  assessed  his  damages  at  one 
dollar.  From  the  judgment  entered  thereon  the  plaintiff 
brings  this  appeal. 

1.  Several  phrases  of  the  article  complained  of  were  cer- 
tainly libelous  per  ae.  Bradley  v.  Cramer^  59  Wis.  311; 
Smith  V,  Utley^  9^  Wis.  136.  This  being  so,  the  falsity  of 
such  portions  of  the  article  were  presumed,  and  the  mali- 
cious intent  to  injure  the  plaintiff  implied  from  the  mere 
publication.  In  such  a  case,  general  damages  will  be  pre- 
sumed from  such  publication.  Odgers,  Libel  &  S.  (Bigelow's 
ed.),  291;  Barr  v.  Ifoore,  87  Pa.  St.  385;  Ifeei  v,  ITope,  111 
Pa.  St.  145.  Such  being  the  nature  of  the  cause  of  action 
alleged,  we  perceive  no  error  in  allowing  the  defendant  to 
answer  both  the  truth  of  the  matter  charged  as  defamatory 
and  any  mitigating  circumstances  to  reduce  the  amount  of 
damages,  especially  the  letter  of  May  14, 1896.  K.  S.  sec. 
2678. 

2.  Error  is  assigned  because  the  court  refused  to  instruct 
the  jury  to  the  effect  that  the  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  re- 
cover substantial  damages;  that  any  sum  less  than  $50 
would  not  be  substantial  damages,  because  it  would  not 
have  the  effect  to  carry  costs.  The  giving  of  costs  is  a  mat- 
ter regulated  by  statute.  They  are  a  mere  incident  to  the 
action.  The  effect  of  the  statutes  allowing  or  disallowing 
costs  is  not  for  the  consideration  of  the  jury.  The  amount 
of  damages  in  such  a  case  is  peculiarly  for  the  jury,  and 
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they  have  a  broad  discretion  on  the  subject.    The  right  of 
the  court,  in  exercise  of  a  sound  discretion,  to  set  aside  a 
verdict  as  being  too  large  or  too  small,  does  not  make  it  - 
proper  for  the  court  to  dictate  the  amount  of  the  verdict. 
There  was  no  error  in  refusing  to  charge  as  requested. 

3.  Notwithstanding  the  malice  of  the  defendant  was  im- 
plied by  law  from  the  mere  publication  of  the  open  letter 
complained  of,  yet  the  plaintiff  put  in  evidence  three  or  four 
other  letters,  written  and  caused  to  be  published  by  the  de- 
fendant, for  the  avowed  purpose  of  proving  express  malice^ 
so  as  to  aggravate  and  enhance  the  damages  recoverable. 
Just  before  resting  his  case  the  plaintiff's  counsel  stated  that 
"  I  desire  the  record  to  show  that  we  make  no  claim  to  puni- 
tory damages;"  and  then  immediately  put  in  evidence  a 
letter  written  by  the  defendant  twelve  days  prior  to  the 
libelous  article  in  question,  to  the  effect  that  a  failure  to 
reply,  as  requested,  would  "not  remain  without  conse- 
quence." Subsequently  the  plaintiff  objected  to  evidence 
of  matters  in  mitigation  of  damages,  on  the  ground  that -no 
punitory  damages  were  claimed;  but  as  the  plaintiff's  evi- 
dence of  malice  had  not  been  withdrawn  from  the  case,  and 
as  it  was  impossible  to  know  at  that  stage  of  the  trial  what 
the  charge  of  the  court  on  the  subject  would  be,  w^e  cannot 
say  that  the  admission  of  such  evidence  was  error. 

4.  As  indicated,  tli^  article  complained  of  contained  sev- 
eral expressions  each  of  which  was  libelous  per  se.  This 
being  so,  each  of  such  expressions  was,  in  legal  effect,  a  sep- 
arate cause  of  action.  As  to  some  of  such  expressions  there 
does  not  appear  to  be  any  justification  in  the  record.  This 
seems  to  be  conceded  in  the  charge.  The  court  was  re- 
quested by  the  plaintiff  to  instruct  the  jury,  among  other 
things,  that,  "regardless  of  the  question  as  to  whether  you 
believe  that  the  defendant  has  proven  the  truth  of  the  charge 
that  the  plaintiff  was  unclean  or  dishonest  in  his  business 
methods,  you  must  find  for  the  plaintiff  on  the  other  libelous 
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charges  in  this  article,  and  give  to  the  plaintiff,  as  damages, 
such  sum  as  you  believe  will  reasonably  compensate  him  for 
the  injury  which  he  has  sustained,  and  this  without  regard 
to  the  motives  which  actuated  the  defendant  in  writing  and 
publishing  the  same."  The  instruction  was  refused,  and 
the  plaintiff  excepted.  Counsel  for  the  defendant  say  that 
the  instruction  so  requested  was  substantially  given  in  the 
general  charge.  On  the  contrary,  after  charging  the  jury 
that  they  were  "  only  to  consider  the  actual  damages  the 
plaintiff  had  sustained,  if  any,"  and  defining  such  damages, 
the  court  charged  the  jury  substantially  as  follows:  "In 
determining  the  actual  or  compensatory  damages,  if  you  find 
the  plaintiff  has  sustained  such  damages,  you  have  a  right 
to  consider  the  truth  of  any  of  the  matters  charged  as  de- 
famatory and  any  circumstances  that  go  to  reduce  the  extent 
of  his  injury;  that  is  to  say,  .  .  .  the  plaintiff's  charac- 
ter with  reference  to  any  of  the  alleged  defamatory  charges, 
.  .  .  the  article  of  May  14,  1896,  .  .  .  and  .  .  . 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  defendant's  attention 
was  called  to  that  article,  .  .  .  and  the  condition  of 
mind  the  defendant  was  in  when  he  wrote  the  ..•  ar- 
ticle of  May  28, 1896;"  that  they  ought  to  consider  all  of 
such  circumstances  in  arriving  at  or  helping  them  to  fix  the 
actual  damages  which  the  plaintiff  had  sustained,  if  any. 

The  statute  cited  provides  that  "  the  defendant  may  in  his 
answer  allege  both  the  truth  of  the  matter  charged  as  de- 
famatory, and  any  mitigating  circumstances,  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  damages;  and  whether  he  prove  the  justification 
or  not,  he  may  give  in  evidence  the  mitigating  circum- 
stances." R.  S.  sec.  2678.  That  section  was  a  literal  copy 
of  the  New  Tork  Code  (sec.  165),  and  was  first  enacted  in 
this  state  as  sec.  71,  ch.  120,  Laws  of  1856,  approved  October 
0th  of  that  year.  Two  years  prior  to  that  enactment  it  was 
held  by  the  highest  court  in  Kew  Tork  that,  "since  the  en- 
actment of  the  Code  of  Procedure,  the  defendant,  in  an 
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action  for  slander  or  libel,  may  prove  in  mitigation  of  dam- 
ages facts  and  circumstances  which  disprove  malice,  although 
they  tend  to  establish  the  truth  of  the  defamatory  charge." 
Bv^h  V.  Prosser,  11 N.  T.  347.  In  that  case,  W..  F.  Allen,  J., 
speaking  for  the  court,  after  showing  that,  by  the  rules  of 
law  as  previously  established,  justification  and  circumstances 
in  mitigation  could  not  both  be  pleaded,  and  that  "a  plea 
of  justification  was  conclusive  evidence  of  malice,  and  that 
if  a  party,  having  alleged  the  truth  of  the  charge,  failed  to 
prove  it,  the  damages  were  necessarily  enhanced  by  the 
plea,  and  that  the  defendant  would  be  deprived  of  the  bene- 
fit of  any  evidence  given  under  it,- tending  to  prove  the  truth 
of  the  charges,  but  coming  short  of  a  justification,  although 
they  showed  probable  cause  and  entire  good  faith  on  the 
part  of  the  defendant "  {id.  353),  further  said :  The  section 
"  was  not  designed  to  prescribe  what  might  be  pleaded  in 
defense  of  an  action  for  slander,  but  was  enacted  to  secure 
the  full  benefit  of  the  right  to  plead  at  all  to  the  defendant, 
by  blotting  out  the  rule  of  the  common  law,  which  attached 
certain  presumptions  prejudicial  to  the  defendant  to  one 
class  of  pleas"  {id,  353).  And  again:  "The  object  and  de- 
sign of  the  section,  apparent  from  its  terms  as  well  as  indi- 
cated by  the  commissioners  of  the  Code  in  their  report,  was 
to  remedy  this  supposed  injustice  by  changing  the  rule." 
Id,  353,  354.  He  also  said :  "  The  action  is  vindictive,  and 
the  damages  are  punitive  as  well  as  compensatory ;  and,  so 
far  as  the  former  are  concerned,  all  evidence  tending  to 
throw  light  upon  the  intent  and  motives  of  the  defendant, 
which  does  not  interfere  with  the  established  rules  of  law, 
may  very  properly  be  received."  Id.  356.  To  the  same 
eflfect:  Bishey  v.  Shaw,  12  N.  T.  67;  Hatfield  v.  Lasher ^  81 
K  Y.  24:6;  Mattice  v.  Wilcox,  147  K  T.  624.  In  a  late  case 
in  that  state  it  is  expressly  held  that  "  matter  in  mitigation, 
in  disproof  of  express  malice,  operates  only  to  prevent  re- 
covery of  exemplary  damages,  and  is  ineffectual  to  reduce 
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damages  actually  sustained."    Hariman  v.  Morning  Journal 
As8o.  46  K.  T.  St.  Eep.  181. 

The  construction  thus  given  to  the  statute  in  New  York, 
before  its  adoption  here,  was  expressly  sanctioned  in  this 
state  soon  after.  Kennedy  v.  Holhorn^  16  Wis.  458.  Cole,  J., 
speaking  for  the  court,  there  said:  "Indeed,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  add  anything  to  what  is  there  said  to  show 
the  precise  mischief  intended  to  be  corrected  by  this  legisla- 
tion. It  was  to  enable  the  defendant  to  show,  if  he  could, 
the  truth  of  the  words  complained  of  in  justification  and 
defense  of  the  action,  and,  if  he  should  fail  in  proving  the 
justification,  then  that  he  might  give  in  evidence  the  miti- 
gating circumstances  tending  to  rebut  the  presumption  of 
maliceP  So  this  court  has  held,  in  eflfect,  that  the  publisher 
of  an  article  libelous  jper  se  and  not  privileged  is  liable  to 
the  injured  party  for  any  damage  actually  sustained,  even 
"  though  the  publication  was  made  without  any  bad  motive 
or  malicious  intent."  Wilson  v.  JVoonan,  35  Wis.  321.  So 
it  was  there,  in  effect,  held  that  implied  malice  was  as  much 
the  subject  of  disproof  as  express  malice,  and  that  evidence 
of  the  absence  of  bad  motive  or  malicious  intent  might  "  be 
considered  by  the  jury  in  connection  with  the  question  of 
punitory  damages."  Id.  In  a  later  case  in  this  court  it  was 
held  "  that,  where  the  publication  is  prima  facie  libelous, 
facts  and  circumstances  tending  to  overcome  or  lessen  the 
presumption  of  malice,  if  properl}^  pleaded  in  mitigation  of 
damages,  may  be  proved;"  and  that  where  the  special  ver- 
dict finds  that  the  article  published  was  false,  but  was  not 
published  with  the  intent  to  injure  the  plaintiff's  feelings 
and  degrade  him  in  the  estimation  of  the  public,  such  ver- 
dict did  not  negative  all  malice,  but  merely  negatived  two 
dements  of  express  malice,  and  hence  that  the  exclusion  of 
evidence  in  mitigation  of  damages  was  error.  Eviston  v. 
Cramer,  54  Wis.  225.  See,  also,  lieiley  v.  Tlmme^  53  Wis.  63. 
So,  in  a  recent  case,  this  court  has  expressly  held  that "  actual 
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or  compensatory  damages  for  a  libel  cannot  be  mitigated  by 
circumstances  showing  good  faith."  Buckstaffv.  IlicTcSj  94 
"Wis.  35.  See,  also,  Adamson  v.  Raymer^  94  Wis.  243;  Cal- 
lahan V.  Ingram,  122  Mo.  355;  Witcher  v.  Jones  (Com.  PI.), 
17  K  T.  Supp.  491. 

In  a  recent  case  in  New  York  it  was  held  that  "  where 
the  court  in  an  action  for  libel  had  instructed  the  jury  that 
exemplary  damages  could  not  be  awarded,  it  is  proper  to 
refuse  to  charge  that '  the  publication  of  other  similar  arti- 
cles in  other  papers  immediately  prior  to  the  publication  of 
the  article  complained  of  is  a  matter  the  jury  must  consider 
in  mitigation  of  damages,'  and  *  the  fact  that  the  same  mat- 
ter, substantially,  was  published  extensively  in  the  morning 
papers  of  the  same  day  is  to  be  considered  by  the  jury  in 
mitigation  of  damages.' "  Van  Ingen  v.  Mail  <&  £osp.  Pub, 
Co,  (Com.  PL),  35  N.  T.  Supp.  839. 

From  the  authorities  cited,  it  is  quite  obvious  that  actual 
or  compensatory  damages  are  not  to  be  reduced  by  mitigat- 
ing circumstances, —  especially  collateral  circumstances,  as 
mentioned  in  the  portion  of  the  general  charge  quoted.  It 
follows  that  the  instruction  requested  should  have  been 
given. 

AVe  do  not  say  that  the  defendant  was  not  at  liberty  to 
show  that  "  the  plaintiff's  character  with  reference  to  any  of 
the  alleged  defamatory  charges  "  was  bad ;  for,  as  the  court 
properly  charged  the  jury,  "  in  this  class  of  actions  the  plaint- 
iff's character  is  always  in  issue."  Such  evidence  simply 
goes  to  the  actual  damages, —  the  extent  of  the  injury.  Evi- 
dence of  bad  character  or  reputation,  in  such  cases,  has 
always  been  admissible  under  the  general  issue  or  general 
denial,  independent  of  the  provision  of  the  Code  in  question. 
B,  V.  I.  22  Wis.  372.  This  is  really  all  that  was  decided  in 
Maxwell  V.  Kennedy,  50  Wis.  645,  cited  by  counsel.  The 
same  justice  who  wrote  the  opinion  in  that  case  also  wrote 
the  opinion  in  riummer  v.  Johnnen,  70  Wis.  133,  where  the 
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trial  "  court  instructed  the  jury,  in  effect,  that,  if  the  plaint- 
iff's general  character  and  reputation  were  bad,  his  compen- 
satory damages  would  be  thereby  lessened,  and  should  be 
measured  by  the  injury  actually  suffered ; "  and  he  there  said 
that  "  the  jury  were  charged  that  they  might  measure  the 
damages  by  the  character  of  the  plaintiff.  If  it  was  bad, 
the  jury  were  not  limited  by  any  amount  exceeding  nominal 
damages."  70  Wis.  134.  To  the  same  effect,  see  Grace  v. 
Dempsey^  75  Wis.  324r.  It  is  always  competent^  under  proper 
pleadings,  to  give  in  evidence  facts  which  tend  to  prove  or 
disprove  the  amount  of  injury  actually  sustained. 

The  charge  contains  errors  against  the  defendant  as  well  • 
as  against  the  plaintiff;  but  they  are  not  presented  by  any 
specific  exception,  and  hence  cannot  be  considered.  The 
mere  fact  that  one  of  the  grounds  upon  which  the  plaintiff 
moved  for  a  new  trial  was  "  errors  of  the  court  in  the  charge 
to  the  jury  "  does  not  present  for  consideration  any  specific 
error  in  the  charge. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  for  a  new  triaL 


Gaebes,  Appellant,  vs.  Eobebts,  Respondent 

November  17, 1807— January  11, 1808, 

Vendor  and  purchaser  of  land:  Failure  to  deliver  poaaeaaion:  Reacisaion: 
Judgment:  Voluntary  payment, 

1,  The  purchaser  of  a  farm,  having  commenced  an  action  to  rescind 
the  contract  of  sale,  refused  to  take  possession  of  the  property  when 
it  was  tendered  to  him  during  the  months  of  March  and  April. 
Thereupon  the  vendor,  who  was  a  nonresident,  for  the  protection 
of  both  parties,  let  the  farm  for  the  season,  under  an  agreement 
for  a  fair  division  of  the  crops  with  the  person  ultimately  found 
entitled  thereto.    Before  the  lease  expired  the  action  for  rescission 
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was  decided  against  the  purchaser,  and  he  immediately  demanded 
possession.  Held,  that  the  vendor's  inability  to  deliver  possession 
at  that  time  because  of  the  lease  did  not  authorize  a  rescission, 
since  the  purchaser  by  his  own  acts  had  helped  to  bring  about  the 
existing  state  of  affairs. 

2,  In  an  action  to  recover  back  the  purchase  price  of  the  farm  on  the 
ground  of  such  failure  to  deliver  possession,  the  vendor  set  up  a 
counterclaim  for  taxes  paid  by  him,  which  the  purchaser  had 
agreed  to  pay.  Heldt  that  a  judgment  offsetting  such  taxes  against 
the  crops  was  erroneous,  the  crops  being  in  no  sense  before  the 
court 

8b  Where  the  vendor  under  a  land  contract  voluntarily  pays  taxes 
which  the  purchaser  had  agreed  to  pay,  before  the  same  became 
delinquent,  he  cannot  recover  the  amount  paid  from  the  latter. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  La  Crosse 
county :  O.  B.  Wyman,  Circuit  Judge.  Affirmed  in  part; 
reversed  in  part 

This  is  an  action  by  the  vendee  in  a  contract  for  the  sale 
of  a  farm  to  recover  back  from  the  vendor  $1,500  paid  upon 
the  contract,  and  the  value  of  nineteen  promissory  notes 
given  for  the  balance  of  the  purchase  price,  on  the  ground 
that  the  vendor  had  failed  to  give  possession  of  the  farm 
according  to  the  ternxs  of  the  contract,  and  that  the  vendee 
had  elected  to  rescind  the  same.  Trial  by  jury  was  waived, 
and  the  action  was  tried  by  the  court.  The  facts  were  with- 
out material  dispute,  and  were,  in  brief,  as  follows: 

The  land  contract  was  made  August  12,  1895,  and  by  its 
terms  Garhes  was  to  pay  $10,500  for  the  farm,  viz.,  $150 
down,  $850  November  3,  1805,  one  note  of  $500,  due  April 
1,  1896,  to  be  indorsed  by  Henry  Esmueller,  without  inter- 
est, and  eighteen  notes  of  $500  each,  payable  one  each  year 
during  eighteen  consecutive  years,  the  first  one  being  due 
May  1, 1897.  Possession  of  the  farm  was  to  be  given  Oc- 
tober 15,  1895,  and  the  vendee  agreed  to  pay  all  taxes  upon 
the  premises.  Oarhes  paid  the  $150  down  at  the  time  of  the 
making  of  the  contract  and  execution  of  the  notes.  When 
the  time  came  to  give  possession,  viz.,  October  15,  1895,  the 
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farm  was  in  possession  of  a  tenant  of  Roberts,  who  held  it 
under  a  lease  running  until  the  15th  of  March,  1896.  This 
tenant  refused  to  vacate  the  house  and  farm  buildings  until 
the  expiration  of  his  lease,  but  allowed  Garbes  to  go  on  and 
prepare  the  farm  for  the  next  year's  crop,  which  he  did, 
doing  plowing  and  seeding  to  the  amount  of  $150  in  value, 
and  on  the  ^  3d  of  jSTovember  he  paid  to  Roberts  $850  upon 
the  contract.  In  November  and  December,  1895,  Garbes 
repeatedly  demanded  possession  of  the  entire  farm,  and 
finally,  on  the  16th  of  December,  1895,  he  served  a  notice 
rescinding  the  contract,  and  demanding  return  of  his  pur- 
chase money  and  notes,  and,  upon  Roberts^  refusal,  com- 
menced an  action*  in  equity  to  rescind  the  contract  and  have 
his  money  and  notes  returned.  This  action  was  begun  in 
December,  1895. 

On  the  16th  of  March,  1896,  and  before  said  equity  action 
had  come  to  trial,  Roberts  notified  Garbes  that  he  could  have 
possession  of  the  farm,  and  repeated  such  notice  several 
times,  the  last  time  being  on  the  14th  of  April,  when  he 
served  a  written  notice  requiring  him  to  take  possession 
within  three  days,  and  informing  him  that,  if  he  did  not, 
he  {Roberts)  would  place  a  competent  man  on  the  farm  to 
till  and  care  for  it  for  his  {Garbei)  benefit.  Garbes  refused 
to  comply,  and  thereupon,  on  the  18th  of  April,  Roberts 
placed  one  Stellah  upon  the  farm,  under  an  agreement  to 
work  the  same  during  the  year  1896,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
season  to  turn  over  to  the  party  then  entitled  to  the  same 
one  third  of  all  crops  and  one  dollar  per  acre  for  pasture 
land,  except  that  the  winter  wheat  already  sown  was  to  be 
divided  equally,  and  Stellah  was  to  quit  the  farm  November 
1,  1896.  Stellah  took  possession  under  the  agreement,  and 
proceeded  to  cultivate  the  farm. 

The  equity  action  for  rescission  was  brought  to  trial  in 
July,  1896,  and  on  the  8th  of  that  month  findings  were 
made,  in  effect,  that  Garbes,  by  making  his  payment  of  $850, 
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and  by  taking  possession  of  the  plow  land  after  October  15, 
1S95,  had  waived  his  right  to  rescind  the  contract  because 
of  failure  to  give  possession  at  the  time  fixed,  and  awarding 
him  $500,  with  interest,  as  damages  for  defendant's  failure 
to  give  possession  at  the  time  agreed  on,  which  sum  (at  de- 
fendant's option)  was  to  be  applied  as  a  payment  on  the 
contract,  or  Garbes  might  surrender  in  writing  his  interest 
in  the  lands  and  receive  from  Roherts  said  sum  of  S500,  and 
interest  from  December  16,  1896.  Upon  this  finding  judg- 
ment was  entered  on  motion  of  Oavhes^  attorneys,  July  lu, 
1896,  adjudging  that  said  damages,  amounting  to  §520,  bo 
applied  upon  and  deducted  from  the  first  payment  there- 
after required  to  be  made  upon  the  contract.  This  judg- 
ment w^as  never  appealed  from,  and  the  damages  are  set  up 
as  a  payment  on  the  contract  in  the  complaint  in  the  present 
action. 

On  the  15th  of  July  aforesaid,  Garbes  demanded  posses- 
sion of  the  premises  from  Stellah,  which  was  refused,  and 
also  served  on  Roberts^  at  his  residence  at  Mankato,  Minne- 
sota, a  written  demand  for  possession,  and  notifying  him 
that  he  should  rescind  the  contract  if  such  possession  was 
not  delivered  within  fifteen  days.  Possession  was  not  de- 
livered, but  on  the  25th  of  July,  1896,  Roberts  delivered  to 
Garbes  the  agreement  with  Stellah,  with  an  assignment  of 
ail  rights  under  it  to  Garbes.  On  the  17th  of  August,  Garbes 
served  notice  on  Roberts^  electing  to  rescind  the  contract 
and  demanding  return  of  the  purchase  money  and  notes, 
and,  such  notice  not  being  complied  with,  he  commenced 
this  action.  Stellah  left  the  farm,  leaving  the  share  of  crops 
thereon  agreed  to  be  left,  and  they  are  in  possession  of  the 
defendant,  and  amount  to  about  $300  in  value.  Roberts  paid 
the  taxes  for  1895  on  the  farm,  amounting  to  $71.72,  before 
the  same  became  delinquent,  and  Avithout  plaintiflPs  request. 
Upon  these  facts  judgment  was  rendered  that  the  plaintiff 
take  nothing  by  his  action,  but  that  the  defendant  be  en- 
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titled  to  deduct  the  sum  of  $71.72  for  taxes  paid  from  the 
crops  on  the  farm,  and  that  the  defendant  recover  costs. 
From  this  judgment  plaintiff  has  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Higbee  <&  BungSy 
and  oral  argument  by  O.  W.  Bunge. 

C.  L.  Iloody  for  the  respondent. 

WiNSLow,  J.  The  judgment  in  the  equitable  action  con- 
clusively establishes  the  fact,  as  between  the  parties,  that 
Oarbes  had  waived  his  right  to  rescind  the  contract  on  ac- 
count of  failure  to  deliver  possession  of  the  farm  in  October. 
Such  being  the  fact,  he  should  have  taken  possession  of  the 
farm  in  March  or  April,  1896,  when  it  was  repeatedly  offered 
to  him.  Not  taking  possession  at  that  time,  it  is  difficult  to 
see  why  Roberta  did  not  take  a  proper  and  reasonable  course 
in  placing  the  farm  in  the  hands  of  Stellah  for  cultivation 
under  an  agreement  for  a  fair  division  of  the  crops  for  the 
benefit  of  the  person  who  should  ultimately  prove  to  be  en- 
titled thereto.  To  leave  the  farm  unoccupied  and  unculti- 
vated would  certainly  have  been  to  subject  the  same  to  great 
risk,  and  would  be  directly  contrary  to  all  principles  of  good 
husbandry;  to  place  it  in  the  hands  of  hired  help,  without 
supervision,  would  have  been  unquestionably  unsatisfactory 
and  unremunerative.  Under  the  peculiar  and  unexpected 
circumstances  in  which  Itoberta  was  placed,  being  himself  a 
nonresident,  it  seems  to  us  that  he  adopted  the  only  prudent 
and  reasonable  course  in  an  honest  endeavor  to  preserve  from 
loss  the  interest  of  both  himself  and  Garbes.  Certainly,  he 
seems  to  have  exercised  entire  good  faith,  and,  if  he  erred 
in  judgment  (which  is  not  shown),  it  must  be  remembered 
that  Oarbes  was  at  least  partially  responsible  for  the  situa- 
tion. Being  so  responsible,  be  cannot  take  advantage  of  a 
state  of  facts  which  he  was  largely  responsible  in  bringing 
about.  This  action  is  really  an  action  for  money  had  and 
received,  and  such  actions  are  subject  in  great  degree  to 
Vol.  88— 13 
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equitable  rules,  and  we  conclude  that  the  circuit  court  was 
right  in  holding  that  he  had  no  right  to  rescind  the  contract 
in  July,  1896,  because,  by  his  own  acts,  he  had  helped  to 
bring  about  a  state  of  facts  upon  which  he  bases  his  right 
to  rescind. 

We  do  not,  see,  however,  upon  what  principle  the  court 
allowed  the  counterclaim  for  taxes  paid  by  Roberts  against 
the  crops.  Such  a  judgment  appears  anomalous.  The  crops 
were  in  no  sense  before  the  court,  and  how  can  a  judgment 
of  lien  upon  them  be  enforced  in  this  action?  Furthermore, 
the  payment  seems  to  have  been  purely  voluntary.  The 
taxes  were  not  delinquent  when  paid,  hence  Roberta  was  not 
obliged  to  pay  them  to  protect  himself,  nor  did  Oarbes  re- 
quest him  to  pay  them.  A  man  cannot  make  another  his 
debtor  in  that  way. 

By  the  CoxtrL —  So  much  of  the  judgment  as  adjudges  the 
defendant  entitled  to  recover  upon  his  counterclaim  is  re- 
versed, without  costs,  and  the  balance  of  the  judgment  is 
affirmed,  and  the  action  is  remanded  with  directions  to  dis- 
miss the  counterclaim.  No  costs  are  allowed  to  either  party, 
save  that  the  appellant  is  to  pay  the  fees  of  the  clerk  of  this 
court  and  the  costs  of  printing  respondent's  brief. 


I  98  i78|      Larson,  by  guardian  ad  litem^  Appellant,  vs.  The  Knapp, 
1107  2m|  Stout  &  Co.  Company,  Eespondent. 


,537  November  19, 1897— January  11, 1898, 


Injury  to  minor  sertxtnt:  Dangerous  machinery:  Assumption  of  risk: 
Promise  to  repair, 

1.  While  plaintiff,  a  minor  seventeen  years  of  age,  employed  to  run  a 
lath  saw,  was  attempting  to  remove  with  a  stick,  while  the  saw 
was  in  motion,  sawdust  which  had  accumulated  in  a  narrow  space 
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between  the  saw  and  a  spout  constructed  to  carry  away  the 
refuse,  the  stick  was  caught  by  the  saw,  and  he  was  injured.  It 
appeared  without  dispute  that  plaintiff  had  worked  two  years 
at  the  same  or  a  similar  saw.  and  that  he  knew  of  the  danger  of 
the  stick  being  caught  upon  the  revolving  saw,  and  knew  that 
the  sawdust  could  be  removed  in  perfect  safety  by  stopping  the 
saw,  as  he  was  entitled  to  do  and  had  frequently  done.  Held,  aa 
matter  of  law,  that  he  assumed  the  risk. 
2l  Where  there  is  both  a  safe  and  a  dangerous  way  of  doing  work 
about  a  machine,  a  promise  to  repair  so  as  to  remove  the  danger 
will  not  relieve  an  operative  from  the  consequences  of  assumption 
of  the  risk  if  he  deliberately  chooses  the  dangerous  way. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dana 
county:  A.  J.  Vinje,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Personal  injuries.  The  plaintiff,  in  June,  1895,  was  a 
minor,  seventeen  years  and  four  months  old,  and  was  em- 
ployed by  the  defendant  in  its  sawmill  at  Cedar  Falls,  oper- 
ating a  lath  machine.  He  had  worked  for  the  defendant 
company  four  summers  in  the  same  mill;  the  first  two  sum- 
mers being  employed  in  laying  up  bolts  or  slabs  on  one  side 
of  the  lath  table  for  the  bolters,  and  the  last  two  summers 
in  sawing  lath  at  the  lath  machine.  This  machine  con- 
sisted of  a  long  platform  or  table  extending  from  north  to 
south,  at  the  north  end  being  a  circular  saw  known  as  the 
bolting  saw,  and  at  the  south  end,  where  the  plaintiflf  stood, 
were  two  ten-inch  circular  saws,  three*  eighths  of  an  inch 
apart,  extending  up  above  the  table  two  or  three  inches, 
which  the  plaintiflf  fed  and  thus  made  laths.  The  power 
was  transmitted  to  both  the  bolting  saw  and  the  lath  saw 
by  a  belt  from  below  at  about  the  middle  of  the  table;  and 
at  a  point  midway  between  the  place  where  the  feeder  of 
the  bolting  saw  stood  and  the  plaintiff's  place  was  a  lever 
which  operated  a  clutch  pulley  which  would  stop  the  entire 
machine  at  any  time.  The  plaintiflf  knew  of  this  lever  and 
its  use,  and  had  frequently  used  it,  and  had  a  right  to  use 
it  wh^n  necessary.    These  machines  were  stopped  several 
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times  every  day  by  reason  of  running  out  of  material. 
Under  the  table,  and  immediately  beneath  the  lath  saws, 
was  a  rectangular  spout  inclosing  the  saws,  and  which 
tapered  down  to  a  hole  in  the  floor  and  was  designed  to 
carry  oflf  the  refuse  sawdust  and  splinters  from  the  lath 
saws.  The  north  side  of  this  spout,  as  it  tapered  towards 
the  floor,  came  within  about  three  eighths  of  an  inch  of  the 
most  northerly  lath  saw,  and  the  evidence  shows  that  this 
space  frequently  became  clogged  with  sawdust  and  splin- 
ters, causing  the  saw  to  become  hot  and  to  cnt  unevenly. 
Just  south  of  the  two  saws,  a  portion  of  the  top  of  the  table, 
extending  clear  across  the  table,  could  be  removed. 

It  appears  that  some  two  weeks  before  the  25th  of  June 
Mr.  Fletcher,  who  was  in  charge  of  the  mill,  saw  that  the 
machine  was  clogged  and  the  laths  were  being  cut  unevenly^ 
and  told  the  plaintiff  to  clean  out  the  accumulation  of  debris 
and  keep  it  clean.  The  saw  was  then  running,  and  the 
plaintifif,  without  stopping  the  saw,  removed  the  movable 
portion  of  the  table,  took  a  piece  of  lath  in  his  hand,  and 
put  his  hand  down  into  the  spout,  and  reached  around  the 
saws,  and  poked  out  the  obstruction  from  the  three-eighths 
inch  space.  The  plaintiff  claims  that  Fletcher  saw  him  clean 
out  the  debris  in  this  way,  and  gave  him  no  caution.  He 
continued  to  clean  the  saws  in  this  way  frequently.  Several 
days  before  the  accident,  while  the  plaintiff  was  putting  his 
hand  in  to  clean  the  saw  in  this  way,  the  saw  caught  the 
stick  and  knocked  it  out  of  his  hand.  The  plaintiff  testified 
that  he  then  told  Mr.  Fletcher  that  he  wanted  the  spout 
fixed,  and  Fletcher  told  him  to  go  back  to  work,  and  "  we 
will  fix  it."  He  then 'went  back  to  work,  and  continued  to 
clean  the  saw  as  before,  until  the  25th  of  June,  when,  in 
making  the  attempt,  the  saw  caught  the  stick,  and  drew  his 
hand  against  the  saw,  cutting  off  his  thumb  and  forelinger. 
The  plaintiff  testified  that  he  knew  that  if  the  back  of  a  saw 
in  motion  came  against  a  stick  he  was  holding,  it  would  be 
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apt  to  jerk  it,  and  for  that  reason  he  was  just  as  careful  as 
he  could  be;  and  that  he  knew  what  the  effect  of  hitting  the 
teeth  of  that  saw  with  a  stick  was,  that  the  stick  was  liable 
to  be  thrown  or  jerked,  that  he  had  known  it  for  a  long 
time,  that  he  had  seen  many  sticks  thrown  by  saws  about 
the  mill.  The  plaintiff's  claim  was  that  the  machine  was 
imperfect  and  dangerous,  in  that  the  space  between  the 
spout  and  the  saw  was  too  small  and  permitted  the  clogging 
to  take  place;  that  the  plaintiff  should  have  been  warned 
of  the  danger  of  cleaning  the  saw.  in  the  way  he  did ;  and 
that  the  defendant  had  promised  to  repair  the  machine  and 
remove  the  danger. 

Upon  the  close  of  the  plaintiff's  case  a  judgment  of  non- 
suit was  rendered,  and  the  plaintiff  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Framley^  Bundy 
<&  WtlcoXj  and  oral  argument  by  G.  T,  Bundy,  To  the 
point  that  the  question  of  plaintiff's  contributory  negligence 
should  have  been  submitted  to  the  jury,  they  cited  Stouten- 
lurgh  V.  JDoWj  Gihnan^  Hancock  Co,  82  Iowa,  179;  Barg  v, 
Bou^field^  65  Minn.  355;  Adams  v.  Clymer^  36  Atl.  Rep. 
1104;  Foley  V.  California  TlorsesJioe  Co.  115  Cal.  184;  Tay- 
lor V.  Felsing^  164  111.  331;  Olmscheid  v.  Nelson-Tenney 
Lumber  Co.  66  Minn.  61;  0^  Connor  v.  Adams^  120  Mass. 
427;  Zuebke  v.  Berlin  Machine  WorkSj  88  Wis.  442;  Fein^lss 
V.  Berlin  Machine  Worhi^  90  id.  541;  Christianson  v.  Pio- 
neer Furniture  Co.  92  id.  652;  Pier  v.  (7.,  M.  <&  St.  P.  R. 
Co.  94  id.  359;  Andrews  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.  P.  Co.  96  id. 
348;  Kucera  v.  Merrill  Lumber  Co.  91  id.  637;  Vorbrlch  v. 
Gender  cfe  P.- Mfg.  Co.  96  id.  277;  Ingerman  v.  Moore,  90 
Cal.  410;  J^/'eilon  v.  Marinette  <&  M.  Paper  Co.  75  Wis.  579; 
Chopin  V.  Badger  Paper  Co.  83  id.  192;  WoUJci  v.  Knappy 
Stout  (&  Co.  Company,  90  id.  178. 

V.  W.  James,  for  the  respondent,  argued,  among  other 
things,  that  the  plaintiff  knew  every  danger  attendant  upon 
his  employment  as  well  as  the  defendant's  foreman  or  any- 


182  SUPREME  COURT  ^  OF  WISCONSIN.  [OS 

Larson  vs.  The  Kuapp,  Stout  &  Co.  Company. 

body  else.  Under  such  circumstances  he  unquestionably 
assumed  the  risk  and  may  be  guilty  of  contributory  negli- 
gence, notwithstanding  the  alleged  direction  to  perform  the 
%vork  in  the  particular  manner.  Casey  v.  C,^  St  P.,  M.  c6  0. 
E,  Co.  90  Wis.  113;  Heroldv,  Pfister,  92  id.  417;  Lofdahl 
io.  M.,  St.  P,  cfe  S,  S.  31.  R.  Co.  88  id.  421;  Erdman  v.  lUi- 
nois  Steel  Co.  95  id.  6;  Dougherty  v.  West  Superior  I.  dk  S. 
Co.  88  id.  343;  Showalterv.  FairhanhSy  Morse  <&  Co.  id.  376; 
Snmell  v.  West  Side  E.  Co.  87  id.  387;  Iloth  v.  Peters,  55  id. 
405;  Toomey  v.  EureTc<i  Iron  cfe  Steel  Worhs,  89  Mich.  249; 
Eeese  v.  Clark,  146  Pa.  St.  465;  Bradshaw's  AdrnUr  v.  L.  cfe 
M.  E.  Co.  21  S.  W.  Eep.  346;  Wheeler  v.  Berry,  95  Mich- 
250;  Linch  v.  Sagamore  Mfg.  Co.  143  Mass.  206;  Eussell  v. 
Tillotson,  140  id.  201;  Leary  v.  B.  cfe  A.  E.  Co.  139  id.  580; 
Keen  v.  Detroit  C.  cfe  B.  EolUng  Mills,  66  Mich.  277;  Eoul 
V.  E.  T.,  r.  cfe  0.  E.  Co.  85  Ga.  197;  Wormdl  v.  M.  C.  E, 
Go.  79  Me.  397;  Southern  Kan.  E.  Co.  v.  Moore,  49  Kan.  616; 
Johnson  v.  Ashland  Water  Co.  77  Wis.  51;  Corcoran  v.  Mil- 
waukee Gas  Light  Co.  81  id.  191. 

WiNSLow,  J.  Conceding  that  the  evidence  tended  to  show 
actionable  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  defendant,  we  are 
still  forced  to  conclude  that  the  plaintiff  assumed  the  risk, 
and  hence  cannot  recover.  It  is  true  that  the  plaintiff  was 
a  minor,  but  this  fact  does  not  necessarily  make  the  ques- 
tion one  for  the  jury.  Where  the  facts  are  undisputed  and 
the  inferences  certain,  it  may  be  a  question  of  law  for  the 
cjourt.  Casey  V.  C,  St.  P.,  M.  cfe  0.  E.  Co.  90  Wis.  113; 
Ilerold  V.  PJister,  92  Wis.  417.  The  facts  were  undisputed, 
and  the  inferences  certain,  in  the  present  case.  The  plaintiff 
had  worked  at  the  machine  in  question,  or  at  a  similar  one, 
for  two  years,  and  knew  all  about  it.  He  knew  the  danger 
of  a  stick  being  caught  upon  the  revolving  saw  from  recent 
actual  experience,  and  he  had  also  seen  such  things  happen 
in  the  mill  daily,  and  he  says  that  on  that  account  he  was 
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as  careful  as  he  could  be.  He  also  knew  that  there  was  a 
perfectly  safe  way  by  which  the  saw  could  be  cleaned, —  by 
stopping  the  machinery, —  and  he  knew  that  he  was  enti- 
tled to  use  this  method,  and  had  frequently  used  it.  Know- 
ing all  these  facts,  and  possessing  average  intelligence  for 
his  age,  and  having  had  two  years'  experience  in  the  busi- 
ness, there  is  no  escape  from  the  conclusion  that  he  assumed 
the  risk. 

The  promise  to  repair  cannot  be  relied  upon,  because  the 
plaintiff  was  not  compelled  to  use  this  method,  but  had  a 
perfectly  safe  way  in  which  to  do  his  work,  of  which  he 
knew,  but  deliberately  chose  the  dangerous  way,  the  dan- 
gers of  which  he  knew  as  well  as  any  one  could  know. 

The  nonsuit  was  properly  granted. 

By  the  Court. —  Judgment  affirmed. 


Feiend  Bros.  Clothing  Company,  Appellant,  vs.  Hulbbrt, 
Eespondent. 

November  22, 1897— January  11, 1898, 

Sale  of  chattels:  Rescission:  Return  of  consideration:  Application  of 

payments, 

1.  Although  a  rendor  of  chattels  must  ordinarily  return  or  offer  to  re- 

turn the  consideration  received,  so  as  to  put  the  buyer  in  statu  quo, 
before  he  can  rescind  the  sale  on  the  ground  of  'fraud,  the  rule^ 
requiring  such  restoration  is,  nevertheless,  equitable  in  its  nature, 
and  does  not  require  the  doing  of  unreasonable  or  impossible 
things,  which  do  not  tend  to  secure  equity  in  the  particular  trans- 
action. 

2.  Where  sales  are  made  upon  credit  at  different  times  through  a 

period  of  several  months,  each  sale  will  be  treated  as  a  separate 
and  distinct  transaction,  for  the  purpose  of  the  rule  requiring  a 
return  of  the  consideration  received  as  a  condition  of  rescinding 
the  sale. 
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8.  Where  the  payments  made  by  the  purchaser  in  such  a  case  did  not 
exceed  the  amount  of  the  first  sale,  each  payment  should  be  ap- 
plied upon  that  purchase,  unless  at  the  time  it  was  made  it  was 
specifically  applied  by  the  purchaser  upon  some  other  purchase. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Sauk 
county:  E.  G.  Siebeoker,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed, 

Herman  Groiophorat  and  SarrHl  Rosendale^  for  the  appel- 
lant. 

i?.  D,  Evans^  for  the  respondent,  contended,  inter  alia^  that 
the  modification  of  the  rule  requiring  a  vendor  who  elects 
to  rescind  a  contract  of  sale  to  rescind  in  toto,  adopted  in 
Ehode  Island  and  Nebraska  {Sisson,  Potter  c&  Co.  v.  Ilill^  IS 
E.  I.  212;  Syms  v.  Benner^  31  Neb.  593),  by  which  equitable 
principles  have  been  applied  in  replevin,  is  contrary  to  the 
great  weight  of  authority.  Sisson^  Potter  <&  Co.  v.  Hill^  21 
L.  E.  A.  206,  note;  Coll  v.  Hatfidd,  46  N.  Y.  (Ann.  ed.),  534, 
note;  Gould  v.  Cayuga  Co,  Nat,  Ban\  86  N.  Y  75. 

Cassoday,  C.  J.  The  complaint  alleges,  substantially,  that 
the  plaintiff  is  a  corporation  created  and  existing  under  the 
laws  of  this  state;  that  Fred,  Barney,  and  Otto  Katzky  were 
doing  business  as  copartners,  under  the  firm  name  of  Fred 
Katzky  &  Bros.,  at  Baraboo;  that  March  29,  1895,  and  at 
various  times  after  that  date  and  up  to  November  5,  1895, 
Katzky  Bros,  stated  to  representatives  of  the  plaintiff,  and  to 
various  mercantile  agencies  which  were  established  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  statements  and  information  from  mer- 
chants and  others  desiring  to  obtain  goods  on  credit,  as  a 
basis  of  such  credit,  that  they  (Katzky  Bros.)  were  solvent, 
and  worth  $10,000  over  and  above  all  their  debts  and  liabil- 
ities, and  in  property  not  by  law  exempt  from  execution; 
that  they  knew  such  statements  would  come  to  the  knowl- 
edge of  the  plaintiff;  that  June  14,  1895,  Katzky  Bros,  cor- 
roborated such  statements,  and  claimed  and  represented  to 
the  plaintiff  that  they  then  were,  as  they  had  theretofore 
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been,  wholly  solvent  —  they  well  knowing  at  the  time  that 
the  previous  statements  so  made  by  them  to  the  mercantile 
agencies  had  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  plrintiflf;  that 
relying  upon  the  truth  of  such  statements,  and  believing 
them  to  be  true,  and  on  the  faith  thereof,  and  trusting 
therein,  the  plaintiff,  between  March  29  and  November  6, 
1895,  sold  and  delivered  to  Katzky  Bros,  ready-made  cloth- 
ing, at  various  times  between  said  dates,  upon  credit,  to  tho 
amount  and  value  of  $9,349.76,  of  which  Katzky  Bros,  had 
paid  no  part,  except  the  sum  of  $3,752.76,  leaving  due,  un- 
paid, and  owing  to  the  plaintiff  therefor  the  sum  of  $5,597  j 
that  such  statements  so  made  by  Katzky  Bros,  were  false 
and  untrue,  and  by  them  known  to  be  so  when  made,  and 
that  they  were  so  made  for  the  purpose  of  cheating  and  de- 
frauding the  plaintiff  out  of  the  value  of  the  said  goods  or 
the  greater  part  thereof,  and  that  the  plaintiff  thereby  was 
cheated  and  defrauded ;  that  said  Katzky  Bros.,  during  all 
said  time,  were  insolvent;  that,  upon  knowledge  of  such 
fraud  coming  to  the  plaintiff,  it  elected  to,  and  did,  rescind 
the  sales,  and  demanded  a  return  of  the  property,  which 
was  refused;  that  thereupon,  and  on  December  20, 1895,  the 
plaintiff  commenced  this  action  to  recover  the  property  de- 
scribed, or  $5,597,  as  the  value  thereof,  in  case  a  delivery 
thereof  could  not  be  had,  together  with  damages  and  costs. 

The  defendant,  as  sheriff,  justified  the  seizure  of  the  goods 
December  16,  1895,  under  and  by  virtue  of  an  execution 
against  F.  Katzky  Bros.,  and  in' favor  of  Marcus  J.  Katzky, 
and  that  he  held  possession  thereof  thereunder,  and  also 
'under  and  by  virtue  of  two  certain  attachments  against 
F.  Katzky  Bros., — one  in  favor  of  J.  Emil  Dryfoos,  and  the 
other  in  favor  of  the  Straw-Ellsworth  Manufacturing  Com- 
pany. 

At  the  close  of  the  testimony,  the  court  granted  a  nonsuit 
on  the  sole  ground  that  the  plaintiff  had  not  returned,  nor 
offered  to  return,  the  portion  of  the  purchase  money  paid  to 
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the  plaintiflf  by  F.  Katzky  Bros.  From  the  judgment  en- 
tered thereon  accordingly  the  plaintiff  brings  this  appeal. 
In  view  of  the  rulings  of  the  trial  court  mentioned,  and 
for  the  purpose  of  this  appeal,  we  must  assume  that  there 
was  sufficient  evidence  to  take  the  case  to  the  jury  on  the 
questions  of  fraud  and  false  representations  alleged  in  the 
complaint.  The  first  purchase  was  made  March  29,  1895, 
and  amounted  to  $4,133.20.  The  amount  purchased  from 
that  time,  to  and  including  August  1, 1895,  was  only  $222.85. 
The  amount  purchased  in  August  was  $1,964.50.  The 
amount  purchased  in  September  was  $2,171,  and  the  amount 
purchased  after  that  time  was  $858.25,  making  a  total  of 
$9,349.76.  The  total  amount  paid  and  credited  during  the 
time  (including  $244.50  goods  taken  back,  and  $416  discount) 
was  only  $3,752.50;  that  is  to  say,  $380.70  less  than  the  first 
purchase  of  March  29,  1895.  The  cash  payments  were  as 
follows:  April  20,  1895,  $2,000;  June  25,  1895,  $800;  and 
November  5, 1895,  $500, —  making  the  whole  amount  of  cash 
paid  $3,300.  There  is  evidence  tending  to  prove  that  the 
sales  of  Katzky  Bros.,  during  the  time,  of  the  goods  so  pur- 
chased of  the  plaintiff,  were  $6,674.85;  that  the  goods  re- 
plevied by  the  plaintiff,  at  cost  price,  were  about  $6,000;  and 
that  their  value  was  from  $3,500  to  $3,848.75.  It  is  stipu- 
lated that  the  special  interest  which  the  defendant,  as  sheriff, 
claims  in  the  goods  replevied,  viras  $3,445,  and  their  value 
for  all  purposes,  $4,000.  The  real  question  for  determina- 
tion is  whether  the  plaintiff  is  barred  from  recovering  any 
portion  of  the  goods  in  question  or  their  value,  by  reason  of 
its  failure  to  return  or  offer  to  return  the  $3,300  cash  so  re-' 
ceived.  If  such  are  the  facts,  then  it  is  obvious  that,  during 
the  time  mentioned,  Katzky  Bros,  must  have  sold  of  the 
goods  so  purchased  of  the  |)laintiff  to  the  value  of,  at  least, 
§3,349.26.  Beyond  question,  a  fraudulent  sale,  although 
voidable,  is  not  absolutely  void.  So,  as  a  general  rule,  it  is 
well  established  that  a  party  who  seeks  to  rescind  a  contract 
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of  sale  on  the  ground  of  fraud  must  do  so  in  toto;  that  he 
cannot  aflRnn  it  in  part,  and  disaffirm  it  as  to  the  residue; 
and  hence,  in  order  to  rescind  in  such  a  case,  the  vendor 
must  return,  or  offer  to  return,  the  consideration  received. 
Weed  V.  Page^  7  Wis.  503;  Hendricks  v.  Goodrich,  15  Wis. 
€79;  HollenhacJc  v.  Shoyei^  16  Wis.  499;  Grant  v,  Law^  29 
Wis.  99;  IlysUp  v.  French,  52  Wis.  516,  517. 

As  indicated,  we  must  assume,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
case,  that  each  of  the  several  sales  made  by  the  plaintiff  to 
Katzk}''  Bros.,  between  April  12, 1895,  and  November  5, 1895, 
inclusive,  was  made  upon  false  representations.  While  the 
representations  upon  which  the  plaintiff  claims  to  have  given 
credit  and  made  the  several  sales  mentioned  are  the  same, 
or  quite  similar,  yet  the  plaintiff  seems  to  be  fully  justified 
in  contending  that  each  sale  so  made  was  a  separate  and 
independent  transaction.  That  being  so,  it  is  manifest  that 
if  there  was  any  sale  after  the  first,  upon  which  Katzky  Bros, 
made  no  payment,  then  as  to  that  sale  the  plaintiff  might, 
in  case  the  evidence  should  warrant,  recover  without  return- 
ing or  offering  to  return  the  payment  or  payments  received 
on  other  sales.  Since  the  aggregate  amount  paid  by  Katzky 
Bros,  was  less  than  the  amount  of  their  first  purchase,  we 
perceive  no  good  reason  why  all  such  payments  should  not  be 
applied  upon  such  first  purchase,  unless  it  should  be  made  to 
appear  that  such  payments,  or  some  of  them,  were  specific- 
ally applied  by  Katzky  Bros,  upon  some  other  purchase  at 
the  time  of  making  such  payment.  The  several  sales  should 
be  treated  as  separate  and  independent  transactions.  Costi- 
gan  v.  HawTcins,  22  Wis.  79 :  Manning  v.  IIu7nj[>hrei/8, 3  E.  D. 
Smith,  218;  Miner  v.  Bradley,  22  Pick.  457. 

The  rule  requiring  such  restoration  is  equitable  in  its  nat- 
ure, and  hence  unreasonable  or  impossible  things,  which  do 
not  tend  to  secure  equity  in  the  particular  transaction,  are 
not  required.  Thus:  "A  firm  of  retail  dealers  by  fraudu- 
lent representations  induced  plaintiffs,  wholesale  dealers,  to 
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sell  them  goods.  Goods  were  sold  at  various  dates  during 
the  succeeding  six  months.  For  about  two  thirds  of  the 
goods  notes  were  given.  Some  of  the  earlier  notes  were 
paid,  but  the  remaining  notes  and  the  book  account  were  not 
paid.  The  purchasers  of  the  goods  confessed  judgments  to 
other  creditors,  and  plaintiffs,  having  identified  certain  of 
the  goods  levied  upon,  notified  the  sheriflp  that  they  had 
rescinded  the  contract  of  sale  and  claimed  the  goods.  On 
an  interpleader,  the  evidence  tended  to  show  that  the  pur- 
chasers had  received  from  customers  who  had  purchased 
some  of  the  goods  more  than  the  amount  of  the  notes  paid 
to  plaintiffs.  Held^  that  plaintiffs  were  not  bound  to  refund 
the  amounts  of 'the  notes  paid  to  them,  and  that  a  verdict 
and  judgment  in  their  favor  should  be  sustained."  Sloane 
V,  Shiffer^  156  Pa.  St.  59.  In  another  case  in  the  same  court 
it  has  been  held  that  "  where  goods  are  sold  under  fraudu- 
lent representations,  and  are  all  delivered  under  one  contract 
of  sale,  the  vendors  may  rescind  the  contract  without  tender- 
ing to  the  vendee  the  portion  of  the  purchase  money  paid^ 
if  it*  appears  that  the  value  of  the  goods  claimed  does  not 
exceed  the  balance  due  the  vendors."  Schofield  v.  Shiffer^ 
156  Pa.  St.  66.  To  the  same  effect:  Tootle  v.  First  Nat. 
Bank,  34  Neb.  863;  Pearse  v.  Pettis,  47  Barb.  276;  Schoon- 
maJcer  v.  Kelly ^  42  Ilun,  299;  Montgomery  v.  Pickering^  116 
]Vrass.  227;  Sisson,  Potter  dh  Co.  v.  Hill,  18  E.  I.  212.  So,  it 
has  been  held  that  where  the  vendee  has,  by  his  own  wrong- 
ful act,  put  it  out  of  the  power  of  the  vendor  to  place  him 
in  statu  quo^  the  vendor  may  rescind  the  sale  without  doing 
so.  Jfasson  v.  Bovet,  1  Denio,  69 ;  Hammond  v.  PennocJc^  61 
N.  Y.  145;  Guckenheimer  v.  Angevine,  81  N.  Y.  394;  Wil- 
son V.  C/tallis,  39  111.  App.  227;  Phenix  Iron  Works  Co.  v, 
McEvony,  47  Neb.  228;  Warner  v.  Vallily,  13  E.  I.  483;  lee 
V.  Simmons^  65  Wis.  523.  So,  it  has  been  held  that  the  re- 
turn of  the  vendee's  note  taken  by  the  vendor  is  not  neces- 
sarily a  condition  precedent  to  such  rescission.    Ilyland  v. 
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Bohn  Mfg,  Co.  92  Wis.  157;  NichoU  v.  Michael,  23  N.  T. 
264;  Duval  v.  Mowry,  6  E.  I.  479;  Manning  v.  Allee,  11 
Allen,  520. 

We  have  purposely  refrained  from  discussing  the  facts,  so 
as  not  to  embarrass  a  new  trial. 

By  the  Court — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  for  a  new  trial. 


Keith  and  others.  Appellants,  vs.  Arthur,  Garnishee,  Re- 
spondent. 

December  10, 1897—  January  11, 1898, 

Voluntary  assignment:  Garnishment:  Election  of  remedies:  Estoppel, 

An  insolvent  debtor  made  a  voluntary  assignment  which  was  void 
because  of  the  failure  of  the  assignee  to  sign  the  bond.  Plaintiffs 
filed  their  claim  with  the  assignee  without  knowing  of  the  defect 
or  making  any  effort  to  ascertain  their  rights.  Afterwards  a  large 
number  of  other  creditors  also  filed  their  claims.  Subsequently 
plaintiffs  commenced  garnishment  proceedings  against  the  as- 
signee, but  before  the  trial  thereof  the  assignee  was  allowed  to 
sign  the  bond  nunc  pro  tunc  Held  that,  by  becoming  parties  to 
the  assignment  proceedings  and  remaining  such  for  a  consider- 
able length  of  time,  the  plaintiffs  were  estopped  from  maintaining 
the  garnishment  action. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
county:  E.  G.  Siebecker,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed, 

August  23,  1894,  0.  J.  Arthur  made  an  assignment  to  the 
garnishee,  J.  II,  Arthur,  for  the  benefit  of  creditors.  All 
the  assignment  papers  were  properly  executed  and  filed  so 
>as  to  comply  with  the  statutes  of  this  state  respecting  such 
proceedings,  except  that  the  assignee,  by  mistake,  failed  to 
sign  his  bond.  He  supposed  that  the  statutes  had  been  in 
all  respects  complied  with,  and  proceeded  in  good  faith 
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to  assume  and  execute  the  duties  of  the  trust.  On  the  day 
the  assignment  was  executed  the  assignee  notified  plaintiffs^ 
who  were  foreign  creditors,  of  the  making  of  the  assign- 
ment. August  26th,  thereafter,  the  statutory  notice  of  the 
assignment  was  sent  to  the  plaintiflFs.  September  6th  plaint- 
iflfs  forwarded  proper  proof  of  their  claim  to  the  assignee, 
which  proof  he  filed  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  circuit 
court  for  Dane  county,  December  8th.  September  7th  gar- 
nishment proceedings  were  commenced  against  the  asagnee 
by  several  creditors  upon  the  ground  that  the  assignment 
was  void  for  the  failure  to  sign  the  bond,  as  aforesaid.  At 
the  time  of  forwarding  the  claim  as  aforesaid,  plaintiffs  did 
not  know  of  the  defect  in  the  assignment,  in  that  there  was 
a  failure  of  the  assignee  to  sign  the  bond.  September  12th 
they  were  informed  of  such  defect  and  immediately  applied 
to  the  assignee  by  telegraph  to  return  their  proof,  and  also 
immediately  directed  the  commencement  of  an  action  against 
the  assignor  for  the  recovery  of  their  debt,  and  that  the  as- 
signee be  garnished.  Before  the  commencement  of  the  trial 
of  the  garnishment  action  plaintiffs  requested  permission  of 
the  court  to  withdraw  their  proof  of  claim,  which  request 
-was  not  allowed.  The  trial  of  other  garnishee  actions  re- 
sulted in  judgments  against  the  assignee  upon  the  ground 
that  the  assignment  was  void  for  failure  to  sign  the  bond. 
September  13th  the  circuit  court  permitted  the  bond  to  be 
signed  nunc  pro  tnnc,  not,  however,  to  interfere  with  the 
rights  of  parties  who  had  theretofore  commenced  garnish- 
ment actions. 

The  result  of  the  trial  was  that  the  court  found  as  facts 
the  making  of  the  assignment,  the  failure  to  sign  the  bond, 
the  subsequent  signing  thereof,  the  filing  of  the  claim  by 
plaintiffs,  and  the  filing  of  a  large  number  of  other  claims 
by  creditors,  as  before  stated.  As  a  conclusion  of  law  tho 
court  found  that  the  plaintiffs  became  parties  to  the  assign- 
ment by  filing  their  claim,  and  could  not  thereafter  im- 
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peach  it;  that  as  to  them  the  assignment  was  valid  notwith- 
standing the  defect  in  the  bond.  Judgment  was  rendered 
against  plaintiffs  and  in  favor  of  the  garnishee  for  costs 
accordingly,  and  plaintiffs  appealed. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Luse  cfe  Wait^  and 
oral  argument  by  Z.  K,  Luse.  They  contended,  i7iter  aliay 
that  knowledge  of.  the  facts  is  as  necessary  an  element  in 
this  case  to  bring  about  an  estoppel  as  in  any  other.  A 
reference  to  the  cases  cited  in  B&ynton  Furnace  Co.  v.  Sor- 
ensen^  80  Wis.  594,  will  disclose  that  they  were  decided 
squarely  with  reference  to  the  knowledge  of  the  parties. 
See  Cavanaghv.  Morrow^  67  How.  Pr.  242;  Estate  of  Burkey 
1  Parson,  Sel.  Eq.  Cas.  (Pa.),  470;  Bishop,  Insolvent  Debt- 
ors (3d  ed.),  §  250;  Van  Nest  v.  Toe,  1  Sandf.  Ch.  4.  See, 
also,  Taicott  v.  Iless,  4  N.  Y.  St.  Eep.  62 ;  Schqfield  v.  Scotty 
20  id.  815;  Turney  v.  Van  Gelder,  68  Hun,  481. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Bashford,  Ayl- 
ward  (&  Spensley,  and  oral  argument  by  li.  M,  Bashford. 

Marshall,  J.  The  delivery  of  plaintiffs'  claim  to  the  as- 
signee constituted  a  written  acceptance  of  the  benefits  of 
the  trust.  They  had  an  election  of  remedies.  Having  ex- 
ercised such  election  by  accepting  the  obligation  of  the  as- 
signee to  administer  the  trust  under  the  assignment  for  their 
benefit,  they  thereby  waived  any  and  all  other  remedies  in- 
consistent therewith.  This  court  has  so  frequently  spoken  on 
that  subject  that  there  is  little,  if  anything,  additional  that 
can  be  said  in  regard  to  it.  The  principal  cases  where  tho 
matter  has  been  considered  are  cited  in  the  briefs  of  coun- 
sel. Littlejohn  V,  Turner ,  73  Wis.  113;  Lawson  v.  Stacy,  82 
Wis.  303;  Boy Ji ton  Furnace  Co,  v,  Sorensen,  80  Wis.  594. 
Where  the  waiver  is  made  with  knowledge  of  the  facts,  it 
works  an  estoppel  and  cannot  be  relieved  against  at  all,  any 
more  than  one  can  be  relieved  of  the  consequences  of  delib- 
erately, with  knowledge  of  the  facts,  entering  into  any  other 
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<5ontraot  in  writing.  But  if  the  position  of  an  accepting 
beneficiary  be  otherwise  assumed  by  a  creditor  to  his  preju- 
dice, it  is  unquestionably  within  the  power  of  the  court  to 
relieve  him  from  the  situation  on  a  proper  showing  suffi- 
cient to  warrant  it  on  some  ground  of  equity;  though  if  the 
application  therefor  be  delayed  till  it  would  work  injury  to 
others  to  grant  it,  whose  condition  in  that  regard  may  have 
been  influenced  by  the  conduct  of  the  applicant,  then  it 
should  be  denied. 

Applying  the  foregoing  to  this  case,  it  appears  that  a 
large  number  of  creditors  had  filed  their  claims  after  plaint- 
iffs filed  theirs.  There  was  a  mutual  interest  on  the  part 
of  all  such  creditors  to  sustain  such  assignment,  and  they 
probably  were  influenced  more  or  less  by  the  conduct  of 
each  other,  in  accepting  the  trust.  There  is  nothing  to  show 
that  plaintiffs  made  any  eflfort  whatever  to  inform  them- 
selves in  regard  to  their  rights  before  filing  their  claim, 
while  the  means  of  knowledge  was  open  to  them.  Under 
such  circumstances,  especially  in  view  of  the  legislative  and 
judicial  policy  of  this  state  to  sustain  assignments,  the  court 
could  not  properly  have  relieved  the  plaintiffs  from  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  trust,  for  the  mere  purpose  of  enabling  them 
to  seek  a  preference  over  other  creditors  by  attacking  the 
assignment,  eVen  if  a  proper  application  had  been  made  in 
the  assignment  proceedings  for  such  relief  before  the  com- 
mencement of  this  actio;n,  which  was  not  the  case.  The 
finding  and  judgment  of  the  circuit  court,  that  plaintiffs 
were  estopped  from  the  commencement  and  prosecution  of 
the  garnishee  action  by  reason  of  their  conduct  in  becom- 
ing parties  to  the  assignment  proceedings  and  remaining 
such  for  a  considerable  length  of  time,  must  be  sustained. 

By  ilie  Court, —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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Hall,  Respondent,  vs.  Hall  and  wife,  imp..  Appellants. 

December  10, 1897—Jamiary  11, 1898. 

Estates  of  decedents:  Judgment:  Mistake:  Correction  of  record. 

Upon  final  settlement  of  the  estate  of  a  testator  there  was  no  contest 
or  dispute  concerning  the  construction  of  the  will,  but  it  was 
understood  and  agreed  by  counsel  for  the  executors,  the  guardian 
ad  litem  for  the  remainderman,  and  the  county  judge  that  the 
order  assigning  the  residue  should  be  substantially  in  the  language 
of  the  will,  and  a  judgment  to  that  effect  was  orally  announced 
and  rendered;  but  by  inadvertence  or  mistake  the  judgment  as 
drawn  by  the  attorneys  for  the  executors  and  actually  signed  and 
entered  was  substantially  different,  the  life  tenant  being  given 
more  apparent  authority  with  reference  to  the  disposal  of  the 
corpus  of  the  estate.  Held,  that  the  record  could  be  corrected, 
upon  application  of  the  remainderman  after  the  death  of  the  life 
tenant,  so  as  to  conform  to  the  judgment  actually  pronounced 
and  rendered. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane  county : 
R.  G.  SiEBEOKER,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

In  1896  the  plaintiff  presented  to  the  county  court  a  peti- 
tion, setting  up  in  effect  the  following  facts: 

One  George  Hall  died  in  Dane  county,  January  13, 1883, 
testate.  Such  proceedings  were  had  that  March  16,  1883, 
the  will  of  the  deceased  was  duly  approved  and  admitted  to 
probate  in  and  by  the  county  court,  and  Samuel  Hall  and 
Henry  Marsden,  of  Albion,  were  duly  appointed  executors 
thereof.  By  the  will  he  gave,  devised,  and  bequeathed  to 
his  wife,  Sarah  Hall,  all  his  personal  property  for  life,  with 
the  remainder  to  his  nephew,  the  plaintiff,  son  of  his  brother, 
SatnueL  HaUy  subject  to  the  bequest  to  his  wife's  niece, 
Eanice'Koble,  of  $500,  to  be  paid  to  her  in  case  she  survived 
his  wife.  Subject  to  such  bequest,  he  thereby  gave,  devised, 
and  bequeathed  the  use,  rent,  and  profits  of  all  his  real  es- 
tate to  his  wife,  Sarah,  to  have,  hold,  and  dispose  of  during 
VOU98— 13 
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her  life  in  such  manner  as  she  should  deem  proper,  and 
thereby  authorized  and  empowered  her  to  mortgage,  grant, 
bargain,  sell,  and  convey  any  and  all  of  said  real  estate  at  any 
time  during  her  life  when  she  deemed  it  necessary  and  proper 
for  her  to  do  so,  and  provided  that  all  mortgages  and  con- 
veyances by  her,  executed  in  due  form  of  law,  should  have 
all  the  force  and  effect  that  they  would  if  made  by  himself. 
Subject  to  such  provision,  he  thereby  gave,  devised,  and  be- 
queathed all  his  real  estate  which  he  then  had  or  might 
thereafter  acquire,  not  disposed  of  by  his  wife,  to  the  plaint- 
iflf,  who  was  to  take  the  same  subject  to  all  liens,  mortgages, 
and  incumbrances  his  wife  might  impose  thereon  in  her  life- 
time; and  he  also  gave  and  bequeathed  all  other  estate  that 
his  wife  might  leave  at  her  decease  to  the  plaintiff,  subject 
to  the  foregoing  provisions. 
The  executors  duly  qualified  as  such.     On  November  13, 

1883,  they  filed  their  final  account  as  executors,  together 
with  their  petition,  setting  forth  that  the  estate  was  settled, 
and  praying  for  judgment  adjusting  and  allowing  the  ac- 
counts and  assigning  the  residue  of  the  estate  to  the  persons 
entitled  thereto.  Thereupon  an  order  was  made  by  the  court, 
dated  on  that  day,  directing  that  the  accounts  be  examined 
and  adjusted,  and  the  matters  of  the  petition  be  decided,  at 
the  January  term  of  the  county  court  for  1884,  and  that  no- 
tice thereof  be  given.  Such  petition  for  the  settlement  of 
the  accounts  and  the  assignment  of  the  estate  contained 
no  reference  to  any  uncertainty  in  the  meaning  of  the  will, 
or  to  a  construction  thereof,  and  no  prayer  for  the  construc- 
tion thereof;  and  the  order  for  the  hearing  thereof  contained 
no  reference  to  the  construction  of  the  will.     On  January  4, 

1884,  an  order  was  made  by  the  county  court  appointing 
John  M.  Olin  guardian  ad  litem  of  the  plaintiff,  who  was 
then  a  minor,  aged  about  fourteen  years,  to  appear  for  him 
and  protect  his  rights  and  interests  in  relation  to  the  settle- 
ment of  and  assignment  of  the  residue  of  the  estate.     Olin 
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on  that  day  filed  his  consent,  in  writing,  to  act  as  such.  On 
January  4,  1884,  a  judgment  was  entered  therein  to  the  ef- 
fect that  after  paying  all  expenses,  and  deducting  hay  and 
grain  consumed  by  the  widow  on  the  farm,  and  the  furniture, 
wearing  apparel,  live  stock,  and  farming  implements  held  by 
her,  they  had  on  hand,  in  notes  and  mortgages,  $2,175,  and 
cash,  $578.34;  making  in  all,  $2,753.34.  Thereupon  it  was 
considered  and  adjudged  that  the  account  of  the  executors 
be,  and  the  same  was  thereby,  allowed,  as  stated,  and  that 
all  the  residue  of  the  personal  estate  be,  and  the  same  was 
thereby,  assigned  to  said  Sarah,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  will,  to  have,  hold,  and  dispose  of,  in  her  lifetime,  in 
such  manner  as  she  should  see  fit;  and  the  remainder  was 
thereby  assigned  to  the  plaintiff,  subject  to  the  payment  to 
Eunice  Koble,  in  case  she  survived  the  widow,  of  $500;  and 
it  was  further  adjudged  that  all  the  use,  rents,  and  profits  of 
the  real  estate  belonging  to  the  estate  be,  and  the  same  wero 
thereby,  assigned  to  the  said  Sarah,  to  have,  hold,  and  dis- 
pose of,  in  her  lifetime,  in  such  manner  as  she  should  deem 
proper;  and  it  was  further  ordered  and  adjudged  that,  in 
case  Eunice  Noble  should  s\irvive  Sarah,  then  in  that  case 
there  should  be  paid  to  her,  upon  the  decease  of  Sarah,  $500 
out  of  the  estate,  and  the  same  was  thereby  made  a  lien  on 
the  real  estate,  but  to  cease  and  be  divested  in  case  she  should 
not  so  survive ;  and  it  was  further  ordered  and  adjudged 
that,  subject  to  the  contingent  payment  of  $500  as  afore- 
said, and  subject  to  the  rights  of  Sarah,  mentioned,  and  sub- 
ject also  to  all  mortgages,  liens^  and  incumbrances,  and  to 
all  grants  and  conveyances  the  said  Sarah  might  make  of, 
or  impose  upon,  said  real  estate  during  her  lifetime,  the  said 
real  estate  was  thereby  assigned  to  the  plaintiff,  but  he  was 
to  take  the  same  subject  to  all  liens,  mortgages,  and  incum- 
brances which  the  said  Sarah  might  impose  thereon  in  her 
lifetime. 

At  the  time  of  the  hearing  of  the  accounts  and  the  peti- 
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tion  for  the  settlement  thereof,  and  before  the  entry  of  said 
judgment,  the  question  as  to  what  was  the  true  intent  and 
meaning  of  the  will  was  brought  up  between  the  court, 
counsel,  and  guardian  ad  litem^  and,  without  arriving  at  any 
conclusion  on  that  subject,  it  was  decided  that  such  judg- 
ment should  be  so  framed  as  to  express  the  language  of 
the  will;  and  the  court  thereupon  rendered  and  orally  pro- 
nounced judgment  settling  the  accounts  of  the  executors  in 
the  manner  stated,  and  assigned  the  residue  of  the  estate  in 
the  language  of  the  will,  substantially;  and  it  was  alleged 
that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  county  court,  in  the  ren- 
dition of  such  judgment,  nor  of  the  executors,  nor  of  their 
counsel,  nor  of  the  guardian  ad  literriy  that  such  judgment 
should  in  any  manner  define  the  meaning  of  the  provisions 
of  the  will,  but  that  such  judgment  should  state  the  language 
of  the  last  will  and  testament,  leaving  the  construction  thereof 
open  for  further  adjudication  in  case  any  question  should 
ever  arise  with  respect  to  the  true  intent  and  meaning  thereof, 
and  that  the  entry  of  judgment  in  language  different  from 
the  judgment  actually  pronounced  and  rendered  orally  by 
the  court  was  a  mistake  upon  the  part  of  the  attorney  for 
the  executors,  who  drafted  the  judgment;  and  that,  at  the 
time  of  signing  and  entry  of  judgment,  it  was  understood  by 
the  court,  the  guardian  ad  litem^  the  executors,  and  their  at- 
torney, that  such  judgment,  as  drawn  and  entered,  in  all 
respects  conformed  to  the  judgment  as  actually  pronounced, 
and  fully  expressed  all  of  the  material  language  of  such  last 
will  and  testament. 

Said  Sarah  Hall  afterwards  became  Sarah  Gillett,  and  died 
September  4, 1895.  Up  to  the  time  of  her  death  she  used 
and  enjoyed  all  the  residue  of  the  personal  estate,  and  all 
of  the  real  estate,  except  as  hereinafter  stated.  On  July  30, 
1889,  the  said  Sarah,  without  any  consideration  therefor, 
and  by  undue  influence,  and  when  she  was  mentally  incom- 
petent to  do  business,  conveyed  by  warranty  deed  a  large 
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portion  of  the  real  estate  in  question,  of  the  value  of  several 
thousand  dollars,  to  Samud  Hall^  who  took  and  recorded 
the  same  with  full  knowledge  of  the  rights  of  the  widow 
under  the  will.  On  September  12,  1890,  the  said  Sarah, 
without  any  consideration  therefor,  conveyed  by  warranty 
deed,  reciting  a  consideration  of  $4,000,  a  large  portion  of 
the  other  real  estate  in  question  to  one  Thomas  North,  who 
received  and  recorded  the  same  with  full  knowledge  of  her 
rights  under  the  will.  North  gave  back  an  instrument  in 
writing  in  respect  to  the  disposition  and  proceeds  of  the 
land.  On  April  25,  1885,  the  said  Sarah,  without  any  con- 
sideration, conveyed  to  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church  four 
acres  of  the  other  lands  in  question,  and  the  church  took  and 
recorded  the  conveyance  with  full  knowledge  of  the  rights 
of  said  Sarah  under  the  will.  Sarah  died  testate,  and  her 
last  will  and  testament  was,  November  6, 1895,  admitted  to 
probate,  and  Thomas  North  was  appointed  sole  executor 
thereof,  and  duly  qualified  as  such.  Several  of  the  legatees 
named  in  her  will  were  represented  by  an  attorney  residing 
in  Madison;  others  were  residents  of  Dane  and  Jefferson 
counties.  Such  executor.  North,  had  imposed  no  liens  upon, 
and  made  no  conveyance  of,  any  of  the  real  estate  derived 
from  George  Hall,  deceased. 

On  October  12,  1895,  an  action  of  ejectment  was  com- 
menced by  the  plaintiff  in  the  circuit  court  against  Samuel 
HaU  and  wife  for  the  recovery  of  the  land  so  conveyed  to 
him;  and  October  25,  1895,  the  plaintiff  commenced  an  ac- 
tion against  Thomas  North  and  Samuel  Hall  for  the  recov- 
ery of  the  land  so  conveyed  to  North;  both  actions  being 
then  pending.  It  was  further  alleged  that  it  did  not  come 
to  the  attention  of  the  plaintiff's  attorneys  until  March  1, 
1896,  that  there  was  a  discrepancy  between  the  provisions 
of  the  will  of  George  Hall  and  the  provisions  of  such  judg- 
ment so  entered,  assigning  and  distributing  the  estate  of 
George  Hall;  that  the  plaintiff  had  no  knowledge  of  sueh 
discrepancy  until  March  6,  1896,  when  his  attention  was 
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called  to  the  same  by  his  attorneys ;  that  he  had  long  been 
familiar  with  the  terms  of  the  will  of  George  Hall,  deceased, 
and  had  always  understood  that  the  judgment  entered  in 
the  settlement  of  his  estate  followed  the  terms  of  the  will, 
and  that  his  rights  in  and  to  the  estate  of  George  Hall  were 
fully  protected  by  the  judgment;  that,  as  Sarah  had  an  es- 
tate for  life,  there  was  no  occasion  for  him  to  investigate 
the  matter  until  her  death ;  and  that  no  rights  had  become 
vested  to  the  prejudice  of  the  granting  of  the  prayer  of  the 
petition. 

Wherefore  the  plaintiff  praj^ed  that  such  mistake  in  the 
entry  of  the  judgment  of  January  4,  1884,  be  corrected  so 
that  the  judgment  should  conform  to  the  judgment  actually 
rendered  and  pronounced  by  the  court  as  stated,  etc. 

Thereupon,  Samuel  Hall  and  wife  moved  the  court  to  dis- 
miss the  petition  for  the  reason  that  it  did  not  state  facts 
sufHcient  to  constitute  a  cause  of  action,  ox  to  entitle  the 
petitioner  to  the  remedy  demanded,  or  to  any  remedy  what- 
soever, and  for  other  reasons.  An  order  was  made  by  the 
county  court,  overruling  such  motion  of  Samuel  HaU  and 
wife,  and  deciding  the  issues  raised  by  the  answer  of  other 
parties  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff,  and  an  appeal  was  taken  to 
the  circuit  court  from  such  order;  and,  upon  hearing  such 
appeal,  it  was  ordered  that  the  motion  of  Samuel  HaU  and 
wife  to  dismiss  the  petition  be,  and  the  same  was  thereby", 
overruled  and  denied,  and  that  the  general  demurrer  so  con- 
tained in  the  answer  of  the  other  parties  to  the  petition  be, 
and  the  same  was  thereby,  overruled.  From  such  part  of 
that  order  as  denies  and  overrules  the  motion  oi  Samuel  Hall 
and  wife  to  dismiss  the  petition  for  the  correction  of  the 
final  judgment  entered  in  the  matter  of  the  estate  of  George 
Hall,  deceased,  Samuel  Hall  and  wife  bring  this  appeal. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  B,  3L  La  JFolletU 
and  G.  E.  Roe^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Roe. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Olin  ds  JBuiler, 
and  oral  argument  by  H,  Z.  Butler. 
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Cassoday,  0.  J.  For  the  purposes  of  this  appeal  we  shall 
assume  that  the  will  of  George  Hall,  deceased,  only  gave  to 
his  widow,  Sarah,  a  life  estate  in  his  property,  whether  real 
or  personal,  and  that,  subject  to  such  life  estate  and  a  be- 
quest mentioned,  he  thereby  gave  the  reniainder  of  his  estate, 
both  real  and  personal,  to  his  nephew,  the  petitioner  and 
plaintiff  herein.  That  will  was  admitted  to  probate  March 
6,  1883.  Such  probate  of  the  will  was  "  conclusive  as  to  its 
due  execution."  R.  S.  sec.  2294.  The  statute  provides  that 
after  the  payment  of  the  debts,  funeral  charges,  and  all  ex- 
penses, and  certain  allowances,  "  the  county  court  shall,  by 
an  order  or  judgment,  assign  the  residue  of  the  estate,  if 
any,  to  such  other  persons  as  are  ly  law  entitled  to  the  same. 
In  such  order  or  judgment,  the  court  shall  name  the  per- 
sons and  the  part  to  which  each  shall  be  entitled.  Such 
persons  shall  have  the  right  to  recover  their  respective 
shares  from  the  executor  or  administrator,  or  from  any  per- 
son having  the  same."  E.  S.  sec.  3940.  "  The  statute  gives 
the  county  court,  on  final  settlement  of  the  estate,  ample 
authority  to  assign  the  residue  to  such  persons  as  are  by  law 
entitled  to  the  same.  .  .  .  The  statute  manifestly  in- 
tends that  the  order  of  assignment  shall  operate  to  transfer 
the  legal  title  of  the  personal  property  to  the  persons  therein 
named.  It  has  in  law  really  the  same  effect  as  an  order  of 
distribution."  Fordv,  Smithy  60  Wis.  225.  In  fact,  it  seems 
to  be  the  way  especially  provided  by  statute  for  a  legatee 
or  heir  at  law  to  acquire  title  to  personal  property.  The 
legal  title  to  such  property,  upon  the  death  of  the  owner, 
goes  to  the  executor  or  administrator.  "  In  any  case,"  said 
Eyan,  C.  J:,  "  when  title  to  personalty  comes  to  legatee  or 
distributee,  it  comes  from  the  executor  or  administrator,  not 
from  the  testator  or  ancestor."  Estate  ofKirkendall^  43 
Wis.  179;  Murphy  v.  Hanrahan^  50  Wis.  490;  Marshall  v. 
Pinkham,  52  Wis.  573;  Melma  v.  Pfister,  59  Wis.  192;  Mil- 
ler V.  Tracyj  86  Wis.  333. 
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Upon  the  record  presented,  we  must  assume  that  the  facts 
stated  in  the  petition  are  all  true  and  can  be  established  by 
competent  evidence.  This  being  so,  it  is  manifest  that  at  the 
time  of  settling  the  estate  there  was  no  contest  nor  dispute 
about  the  true  construction  of  the  will;  that  it  was  agreed 
and  understood  by  counsel  for  the  executors,  the  guardian 
ad  litem  for  the  plaintiflF,  and  the  judge  of  the  county  court^ 
that  the  order  or  judgment  assigning  the  property  as  pro- 
vided by  the  statute  cited  should  be  substantially  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  will;  and  that  the  same  was  so  orally  announced 
and  rendered,  but  that  by  some  inadvertence,  misconception, 
or  mistake,  the  order  and  judgment,  as  drawn  by  the  attor- 
ney for  the  executors  and  actually  signed  and  entered,  were 
isubstantially  diiferent,  and  gave  the  widow  at  least  appar- 
ent authority  to  dispose  of  the  whole  estate,  regardless  of 
her  necessities  or  comfort.'  The  plaintiff  at  that  time  was 
only  fourteen  years  of  age.  He  learned  that  he  was,  under 
the  will,  only  entitled  to  what  remained  after  the  death  of 
the  widow.  She  did  not  die  until  September  4,  1895.  As- 
suming the  facts  to  be  as  alleged,  we  are  constrained  to  hold 
that  they  authorize  the  correction  of  the  order  and  judg- 
ment so  that  the  same  will  conform  to  the  one  actually 
pronounced  and  rendered.  This  ruling  is  supported  by  nu- 
merous adjudications  of  this  court.  Estate  of  Leavens^  65  Wis. 
440;  Beem  v.  Kimlerly^  72  Wis.  344;  Estate  of  O'NeiU,  9a 
Wis.  480.  Especially  should  this  be  so  as  to  the  real  estate. 
The  statute  provides  that,  upon  a  will  being  admitted  to 
probate,  a  duly  attested  copy  thereof,  and  of  the  probate 
thereof,  may  be  recorded  in  the  register's  office,  as  a  muni- 
ment of  title  of  the  lands,  or  any  interest  therein,  thereby 
devised.  B.  S.  sec.  2296.  The  statute  also  provides  that 
"  every  devise  of  land  in  any  will  shall  be  construed  to  con- 
vey all  the  estate  of  the  devisor  therein,  which  he  could  law- 
fully devise,  unless  it  shall  clearly  appear  by  the  will  that 
the  devisor  intended  to  convey  a  less  estate."    R.  S.  sec.  2278. 
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Under  this  statute  this  court  has  repeatedly  held  that  a  re- 
siduary devisee  takes  at  once,  on  the  death  of  the  testator, 
all  real  estate  devised  to  him,  subject  only  to  the  intervening 
life  estate.  In  re  Estate  of  Pierce^  56  Wis.  660;  Scott  v. 
West,  63  Wis.  570;  Prickett  v.  Mucky  74  Wis.  205;  Sties  v. 
Attee^  90  Wis.  72.  Whether  title  to  land  so  vested  in  a  devisee 
by  the  plain  and  unambiguous  language  of  a  will  can  be  sub- 
sequently divested  by  an  order  of  the  county  court,  under 
sec.  3940,  R.  S.,  is  a  question  not  necessarily  involved,  and 
upon  which  we  express  no  opinion.  See  Ruth  v.  Oberbrunner^ 
40  Wis.  238;  Ajypeal  of  Schooner ^  41  Wis.  260;  Jones  v.  RoJh 
eris,  84  Wis.  471;  Will  of  Hess,  97  Wis.  244. 
-By  tAe  Cov/rt —  The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  affirmed* 


Beooh,  Respondent,  vs.  Reooh,  Appellant. 

Decem^ieT  10, 1897 — January  11, 1898. 

Vendor  and  purchaser  of  land:  Agreement  to  support:  Rescission:  Suf-^ 
fideney  of  evidence. 

In  an  action  by  an  aged  person  to  rescind  a  conveyance  of  land  made 
to  his  son  in  consideration  of  an  agreement  to  pay  a  certain  an- 
nuity and  to  furnish  living  rooms  and  provisions  for  himself  and 
wife  during  their  lives,  findings  of  the  trial  court  that  there  had 
been  a  substantial  breach  of  the  agreement  on  the  part  of  the  de- 
fendant, entitling  the  plaintiff  to  the  relief  asked,  are  held  to  be 
Sustained  by  the  evidence. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
county:  R.  G.  Siebeckbk,  Circuit  Judge.    AffirmecL 

The  facts  are  stated  in  the  opinion. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Bashford,  Ayl- 
ward(&  SpensUy,  and  oral  argument  by  R.  M.  Bashford, 

G.  S.  Martin,  for  the  respondent. 
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WiNSLOw,  J.  This  is  an  action  in  equity,  commenced  in 
December,  1896,  by  an  aged  father  against  his  son,  to  rescind 
a  conveyance  of  real  estate.  The  conveyance  was  a  volun- 
tary one,  made  January  29,  1894,  with  an  expressed  consid- 
eration in  the  deed  of  $2,500,  but  really  in  consideration  only 
of  a  written  contract  simultaneously  made  by  the  son  agree- 
ing to  pay  his  father  $60  per  year  besides  furnishing  pro- 
visions for  the  subsistence  of  his  father  and  mother  and 
certain  rooms  for  their  living  during  their  lives  in  the  dwell- 
ing house  situated  upon  the  land.  There  is  no  dispute  as  to 
the  fact  that  the  son  failed  to  pay  the  money  annuity,  and 
also  failed  to  furnish  provisions  and  house  room  after  the 
accidental  destruction  of  the  dwelling  house  by  fire  Septem- 
ber 23, 1896;  but  it  was  claimed  by  the  defendant  that  there 
was  an  oral  arrangement  made  between  himself  and  his 
father  to  the  effect  that  he  was  not  to  pay  the  $60  annuity 
until  he  had  paid  up  a  mortgage  of,  $400  on  the  farm,  or 
rather,  perhaps,  that  he  was  to  pay  the  annuity  by  making 
payments  upon  the  mortgage,  which  he  claimed  he  had  done. 
Defendant  also  claimed  that  after  the  fire  which  destroyed 
the  house  and  furniture  there  were  circumstances  which,  in 
equity,  excused  him  for  his  failure  to  furnish  provisions  and 
house  room  during  the  time  preceding  the  commencement 
of  the  action,  and  that  he  was  preparing  to  perform  his  con- 
tract duty  as  rapidly  as  possible.  The  circuit  court  found 
against  the  defendant  to  the  effect  that  there  was  no  parol 
contract,  and  that  the  defendant  had  substantially  breached 
the  written  contract  as  claimed  by  the  plaintiff,  and  hence 
that  the  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  rescission  thereof. 

The  findings  of  fact  are  supported  by  sufficient  evidence, 
and  upon  familiar  principles  we  cannot  disturb  them.  They 
bring  the  case  within  the  rule  laid  down  in  Bogie  v.  Bagiej 
41  Wis.  209,  and  followed  in  numerous  cases  since  that  case, 
and  justified  the  court  in  rescinding  the  original  conveyance. 

By  the  Court. —  Judgment  affirmed. 
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Lewis,  Eespondent,   vs.   The  Ameeica.n  Savings  &  Loan-         il21^/ 
Association  and  others,  Respondents,  and  Hale,  Re- 
ceiver, Appellant. 

December  11, 1897— January  11, 1898. 

Foreign  building  and  loan  associations:  Deposit  of  securities  tmth  state 
treasurer:  Ultra  vires:  Application  of  proceeds  after  insolvency: 
Beceivers:  Constitutional  law:  Waiver, 

1.  The  directors  of  a  foreign  building  and  loan  association  constituted 
the  state  treasurer  a  depository  "for  the  purpose  of  temporary 
convenience  in  complying  with  the  laws  of  Wisconsin  in  regard 
to  the  deposit  of  securities,"  and  resolved  to  "  comply  with  the 
Wisconsin  law  as  soon  as  possible."  Shortly  thereafter  officers  of 
the  association  deposited  with  said  treasurer  over  $100,000  of  its 
securities,  and  the  association  received  a  license  to  do  business  in 
this  state.  Sees.  2014a,  20146,  a  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.,  un'ler  which  the 
deposit  was  made,  provided  that  said  treasurer  should  hold  the 
securities  so  deposited  in  trust  until  all  shares  held  by  residents 
of  this  state  had  been  fully  redeemed,  and  until  the  contracts  and 
obligations  of  the  association  to  persons  and  members  residing  in 
this  state  had  been  fully  performed  and  discharged.  When  the 
first  deposit  was  made  the  articles  of  incorporation  of  the  associa- 
tion authorized  the  directors  to  dispose  of  its  mortgages  as  pro- 
vided by  the  by-laws,  but  no  by-law  on  that  subject  had  been 
passed.  Within  a  few  months  the  articles  were  amended  so  as  to 
prohibit  the  association  from  disposing  of  its  mortgages.  Said 
,  articles  also  provided  that  the  directors  might  enter  into  such 

contracts  and  agreements  and  appoint  such  agents  as  they  may 
deem  for  the  best  interest  of  its  affairs.  The  statutes  of  its  dom- 
icile authorized  such  associations  to  deposit  their  securities  in 
other  states  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  permission  to  enter  and 
do  business  therein,  and  contained  provisions  regulating  such  trans- 
fers, apparently  designed  to  facilitate  the  convenient  using  and  t>  ac- 
ing  of  the  securities  deposited  for  that  purpose.  The  deposits  were 
changed  or  renewed  from  time  to  time  as  occasion  required,  ami 
a  new  license  granted  from  year  to  year.  The  association  became 
insolvent,  and  a  receiver  was  appointed  for  it  in  the  state  of  its 
domicile.  Thereafter  plaintiff,  a  resident  shareholder,  procured 
the  appointment  of  a  receiver  in  this  state  for  the  purpose  of  se- 
questrating the  securities  deposited  with  the  state  treasurer  and 
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distributing  the  proceeds  among  resident  shareholders.  To  this 
action  the  first-mentioned  receiver  was  made  a  party,  and  he  ap- 
peared and  claimed  the  securities.    Held: 

(1)  That  the  securities  would  be  presumed  to  have  been  depos- 
ited in  a  bona  fide  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  association  to  com- 
ply with  the  laws  of  this  state. 

(2)  That  the  failure  of  the  association  to  comply  with  the  statu- 
tory provisions  of  the  state  of  its  domicile  in  making  such  deposit 
did  not  render  the  transfer  void,  compliance  with  such  provisions 
having  been  intended  as  a  matter  of  local  administration  merely, 
and  not  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  right  to  make  it. 

(8)  That  such  deposit  was  within  the  lawful  power  of  the  asso- 
ciation as  represented  by  its  directors,  and  the  action  of  the  di- 
rectors in  making  it  was  binding  upon  the  association  and  all  its 
members,  to  the  extent  and  according  to  the  terms  of  the  statute 
under  which  it  was  made. 

(4)  That  the  receiver  appointed  in  this  state  was  entitled  to  re- 
tain and  sell  or  collect  the  securities,  and  apply  the  proceeds  to 
the  redemption  in  full  of  all  shares  held  by  residents  of  this  state 
and  to  the  performance  and  discharge  of  all  the  association's  con- 
tracts and  obligations  to  members  and  persons  residing  herein, 
the  residue  if  any  to  be  turned  over  to  the  foreign  receiver. 

(5)  That  the  corporation  and  its  stockholders  had  waived  the 
right  to  question  the  validity  of  the  trust,  or  the  constitutionality 
of  sees.  2014a,  2014&,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.,  on  the  ground  that  they 
impaired  the  obligation  of  contracts,  even  though  in  case  of  in- 
solvency a  preference  was  thereby  secured  to  resident  shareholders. 

2l  The  legislature  has  power  to  pass  laws  for  the  protection  of  its  citi- 
zens against  irresponsible  foreign  corporations  by  requiring  them, 
as  a  condition  precedent  to  transacting  business  in  this  state,  to 
deposit  securities  in  trust  for  the  redemption  of  their  obligations 
to  persons  residing  herein. 

Appeals  from  orders  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane  county : 
E.  G.  SiEBECKER,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

The  American  Building  &  Loan  Association  was  incorpo- 
rated and  organized  April  15,  1887,  under  and  by  virtue  of 
the  laws  of  Minnesota,  as  a  building  and  loan  association, 
having  its  principal  oflBce  and  place  of  business  at  Minneapo- 
lis, Minnesota;  and  it  continued  to  transact  its  corporate 
business  there  until  1893,  when  its  corporate  name  was 
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changed  to  that  of  the  American  Savings  S  Loan  Associa- 
tion. The  general  nature  of  its  business  was  declared  to  be 
"  to  assist  its  members  in  saving  and  investing  money,  and 
in  buying  and  improving  real  estate,  and  in  procuring  money 
for  other  purposes,  by  loaning  or  advancing  under  the  mutual 
building  society  plan,  to  such  of  them  as  might  desire  to 
anticipate  the  ultimate  value  of  their  shares,  funds  accumu- 
lated from  the  monthly  contribution  of  its  stockholders,  and 
also  such  other  funds  as  may  from  time  to  time  come  into 
its  hands."  The  government  of  the  corporation  and  the 
management  of  its  affairs  was  vested  in  a  board  of  seven  di- 
rectors, elected  by  the  stockholders.  Membership  was  ac- 
quired by  taking  stock  in  the  company  and  paying  the 
prescribed  admission  fee.  The  directors  were  authorized 
"to  enter  into  such  contracts  and  agreements,  and  appoint 
such  agents  for  its  business  management,  as  they  may  6jdem 
for  the  best  interest  of  its  affairs; "  and  the  directors  "  might 
sell  and  dispose  of  the  mortgages  held  by  the  corporation 
whenever  they  might  deem  best,  and  as  provided  hy  the  hy- 
laws.^"*  No  by-laws  were  ever  passed  on  this  subject.  July 
11, 1889,  the  articles  of  incorporation  were  amended  so  as  to 
provide  that  "  the  board  of  directors  shall  not  sell  or  dispose 
of  any  of  the  mortgages  held  or  owned  by  this  corporation." 
The  principal  question  presented  by  the  appeals  is  as  to 
the  construction,  validity,  and  effect  of  the  law  of  Wisconsin 
requiring  foreign  mutual  building  and  loan  associations  to 
make  a  deposit  of  securities  of  the  value  of  $100,000  with 
the  state  treasurer  of  Wisconsin  as  a  condition  upon  which 
such  corporations  might  receive  a  license  from  and  do  busi- 
ness in  the  state.  The  statute  (S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats,  sees.  2014(2, 
2014S)  provides  that  '*no  foreign  building  and  loan  associa- 
tion .  .  .  shall  issue  its  shares,  receive  moneys  or  trans- 
act any  business  in  this  state  unless  such  association  shall 
have  and  keep  on  deposit  with  the  state  treasurer  of  Wis- 
consin, in  trust,  for  the  benefit  and  security  of  all  its  members 
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in  this  state,  the  securities  of  the  actual  cash  value  of  $100,000 
of  the  kind  mentioned  in  section  2  of  this  act;  to  be  approved 
and  accepted  by  said  state  treasurer,  and  held  in  trust  as 
aforesaid,  until  all  shares  of  such  association  held  by  resi- 
dents of  this  state  shall  have  been  fully  redeemed  and  paid 
off  by  such  association,  and  until  its  contracts  and  obliga- 
tions to  persons  and  members  residing  in  this  state  shall  have 
been  fully  performed  and  discharged."  And  it  was  [)rovided 
that  "if  any  securities  on  deposit,  as  provided  in  this  act, 
are  wholly  or  partially  extinguished  by  payments  on  the 
same  or  otherwise,  or  such  securities  depreciate  in  value  for 
any  cause,  new  securities  must  be  added,  so  that  the  deposit 
may  at  all  times  be  kept  good  and  of  the  value  of  $100,000." 
The  defendant  association  was  doing  business  in  this  state 
from  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  above  act,  having  24:6 
members  in  "Wisconsin,  162  of  whom  became  such  prior  to 
the  date  on  which  the  law  went  into  force,  to  wit,  April  19, 
1889.  The  plaintiff,  Lewis^  a  resident  of  Wisconsin,  the 
holder  of  five  shares  of  stock,  upon  which  $243  had  been 
paid,  alleging  that  there  are  a  large  number  of  residents 
and  citizens  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin  legal  members,  own- 
ing and  holding  stock,  in  the  defendant  association,  whose 
names  he  was  unable  to  get,  or  their  post-office  address, 
charged  that  the  defendant  association  w^as  insolvent;  that 
a  large  part  of  its  assets  had  been  improvidently  invested 
and  squandered,  and  that,  on  the  application  of  a  creditor 
or  creditors  thereof  residing  in  Minnesota,  William  D.  Ilalcy 
the  appellant,  had  been  appointed  receiver  of  all  the  prop- 
erty of  the  defendant  association  by  the  courts  of  Minne- 
sota, in  proceedings  initiated  therein;  that,  under  the  laws 
of  Wisconsin,  the  defendant  was  entitled  to  withdraw  all 
the  securities  deposited  with  the  state  treasurer,  and  substi- 
tute other  and  similar  securities  therefor,  and  that,  during 
the  year  then  passed,  the  defendant  association  had  with- 
drawn a  large  portion  of  the  securities  theretofore  duly 
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deposited  with  the  state  treasurer  of  Wisconsin,  and  sub- 
stituted in  their  stead  Other  securities;  that  such  securities 
so  deposited  consist  in  large  part  of  mortgages  upon  real 
estate,  which  are  likely  to  depreciate  in  value  unless  enforced 
according  to  law,  and  that  the  only  property  of  said  asso- 
ciation in  Wisconsin  was  the  securities  aforesaid,  from  which, 
if  not  preserved  and  properly  cared  for  and  converted  into 
cash,  it  would  be  impossible  for  resident  members  of  said 
association  to  recover  back  moneys  paid  into  said  associa- 
tion; that  it  was  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  rights 
of  the  plaintiff,  and  of  the  members  and  stockholders  in  said 
defendant  association  resident  in  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  that 
a  receiver  for  the  defendant  association  in  Wisconsin  should 
be  appointed,  in  order  to  ascertain  all  of  the  members  and 
stockholders  in  said  association  residing  in  Wisconsin  and  the 
amount  of  their  respective  claims,  and  to  convert  into  money 
the  securities  so  deposited  for  their  protection,  and  distribute 
the  same  to  such  persons  as  may  be  entitled  thereto,  under 
the  direction  and  supervision  of  the  court;  and  an  injunction 
was  sought  restraining  the  defendant  Peterson^  as  state 
treasurer,  from  in  any  manner  parting  with  the  custody  and 
control  of  said  securities,  or  permitting  any  withdrawal  or 
substitution  of  the  same.  Judgment  was  prayed  that  said 
securities  so  held  be  sequestrated  and  distributed  among  the 
members  and  stockholders  of  said  association  who  are  resi- 
dents of  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  including  the  plaintiff,  ac- 
cording to  law ;  that  a  receiver  or  receivers,  to  take  charge 
thereof  and  convert  the  same  into  money,  with  the  usual 
powers  and  authority,  be  appointed.  An  injunction  restrain- 
ing and  enjoining  all  persons  from  proceeding  in  any  man- 
ner or  way  to  obtain  a  lien  on  said  securities,  and  from  in 
any  manner  interfering  with  or  intermeddling  with  the 
same,  was  prayed  for;  and  that  the  court  direct  notice  to 
be  given,  as  it  might  deem  proper,  requiring  all  members 
and  stockholders  of  said  association  who  are  residents  of  the 
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state  of  Wisconsin  to  submit  their  claims  and  become  par- 
ties to  the  action,  within  such  reasonable  time  as  might  be 
fixed  by  the  court;  and  for  such  other  and  further  relief, 
€tc. 

In  addition  to  these  facts,  it  appeared  from  the  pleadings 
that  some  time  prior  to  May  10,  1889,  the  defendant  asso- 
ciation deposited  with  the  state  treasurer  of  the  state  of 
Wisconsin,  in  trust  for  the  benefit  and  security  of  all  its 
members  in  that  state,  securities  consisting  of  mortgages 
taken  by  it  in  the  course  of  its  business,  to  the  actual  cash 
value  of  $100,000,  which  were  duly  approved  and  accepted 
by  such  treasurer,  and  which  had  since  been  held  in  trust 
by  him  and  his  successors  in  office,  under  the  laws  of  this 
state  relating  to  foreign  building  and  loan  associations,  by 
which  the  state  treasurers  are  required  to  hold  such  securi- 
ties until  all  shares  of  stock  in  said  association  shall  hive 
been  fully  redeemed  and  paid  off  by  the  defendant  associa- 
tion, and  until  all  contracts  and  obligations  of  the  defendant 
association  to  members  and  persons  residing  in  the  state  of 
Wisconsin  shall  have  been  fully  performed  and  discharged; 
that  the  defendant  Peterson^  as  such  state  treasurer,  holds 
said  securities  in  his  custody  under  said  trust  to  the  face 
value  of  $113,891.80. 

The  appellant,  William  D.  HaU^  who  had  been  appointed 
by  the  district  court  of  Hennepin  county  receiver  for  said 
association,  petitioned  the  court  to  be  made  a  defendant  in 
the  action  in  the  circuit  court  for  Dane  county;  and  it  was 
ordered  accordingly,  and  he  interposed  an  answer  and  conn- 
terclaim,  in  which  he  admitted  that  the  association  was  duly 
licensed  by  the  state  of  Wisconsin  to  do  business  in  said  state 
in  the  year  1889,  which  said  license  was  continued  from  time 
to  time  thereafter  until  the  1st  day  of  January,  1894.  The 
plaintiff  and  the  defendant  S.  A.  Peterson,  as  treasurer,  etc., 
and  M.  C.  Clarke,  the  receiver  appointed  by  the  circuit  court 
for  Dane  county,  Wisconsin,  demurred  to  said  answer  and 
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<;ounterclaim.  Orders  were  entered  sustaining  the  demur- 
rers, from  which  the  defendant  William  D.  Jlale^  the  receiver 
appointed  by  the  Minnesota  court,  appealed. 

The  board  of  directors  of  the  defendant  association  passed 
a  resolution  May  1,  1889,  as  follows:  "Eesolved,  that  the 
state  treasurer  of  Wisconsin  be  made  a  depository  of  the 
association  for  temporary  convenience  in  complying  with  the 
law  of  "Wisconsin  in  regard  to  the  deposit  of  securities, 
$100,000.  Also,  resolved,  that  the  association  comply  with 
the  Wisconsin  law  as  soon  as  possible." 

The  counterclaim  alleged: 

(1)  That  the  mortgages  belonging  to  the  American  Sav- 
i?iff8  cfe  Loan  Association  in  the  possession  ot  S.  A,  Peterson^ 
state  treasurer,  at  the  time  of  making  and  tiling  plaintiff's 
complaint  aggregated  in  value  the  sum  of  $145,234.  That 
prior  to  the  11th  of  July,  1889,  there  was  delivered  to  said 
Peterson^  as  such  treasurer,  mortgages  of  said  association 
aggregating  in  value  the  sum  of  §103,060,  of  which  there 
remained  in  his  hands  at  the  time  of  making  and  filing  the 
plaintiffs  complaint,  as  a  part  of  the  mortgages  first  above 
stated,  mortgages  aggregating  in  value  the  sum  of  $20,784; 
and  between  July  11,  1889,  and  the  1st  of  January,  1894, 
there  were,  of  the  mortgages  above  stated  as  in  the  possession 
of  said  state  treasurer  at  the  time  of  making  and  filing  the 
complaint,  delivered  to  him,  at  various  times,  mortgages 
aggregating  $80,850;  ai)d  after  January  1,  1894,  there  was 
delivered  to  him  the  remainder  of  said  mortgages,  which 
were  in  his  possession  at  the  time  of  the  making  and  filing 
of  said  complaint,  aggregating  in  value  the  sum  of  $43,000. 
That,  of  the  mortgages  delivered  to  him  subsequent  to  the 
11th  day  of  July,  1889,  a  large  part  thereof  were  delivered 
to  him  in  lieu  of  mortgages  in  his  possession  prior  to  said 
date,  which  had  been  by  him  surrendered  to  said  associa- 
tion, and  the  remainder  thereof  were  delivered  to  him  as  an 
addition  to  those  delivered  prior  to  that  date. 
Vol.98  — 14 
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(2)  That  all  of  said  mortgages  are  regular  building  and 
loan  association  mortgages,  made  and  executed  by  share- 
holders and  members  of  said  association  to  secure  the  pay- 
ment by  said  members  of  their  regular  instalments  of  dues 
upon  their  stock,  upon  which  said  stock  they  had  been 
granted  an  advancement  or  loan,  and  to  secure  the  payment 
of  the  amount  of  such  loan,  and  that  they  were  non-negoti- 
able, and  could  not  be  transferred  by  said  association. 

(3)  That,  being  a  mutual  building  and  loan  association,  it 
had  no  power  or  authority  at  any  time  to  pledge,  transfer, 
assign,  sell,  or  dispose  of  any  of  its  mortgages;  and  that  none 
of  said  mortgages  were  deposited  with  said  state  treasurer 
by  said  association,  but  were  given  and  delivered  to  him  by 
officers  and  employees  of  said  association,  who  were  not  au- 
thorized by  said  association  to  so  deliver  the  same;  and  that 
they  kept  in  the  books  of  said  association  a  statement  or 
account  of  said  mortgages  so  delivered  to  said  treasurer. 

(4)  That  said  mortgages,  and  each  of  them,  held  by  the 
state  treasurer  at  the  time  of  making  and  filing  the  com- 
plaint, were  held  by  him  wronfjfully^  and  without  right  or 
authority  of  law  for  mid  possession;  that  the  shareholders 
had  no  knowledge  whatever  of  the  delivery  of  said  mort- 
gages, nor  did  they  at  any  time  consent  thereto  or  acquiesce 
therein ;  that  the  only  action  ever  taken  by  said  association 
relative  to  making  a  deposit  with  the  state  treasurer  of  Wis- 
consin was  taken  by  its  board  of  directors  on  the  1st  of  May, 
1889,  at  a  call  meeting  of  said  board,  as  hereinbefore  stated. 
That  the  entire  number  of  shareholders  residing  in  Wiscon- 
sin when  the  action  was  commenced  was  246,  162  of  which 
had  become  such  prior  to  the  time  when  the  Wisconsin 
statute  took  effect. 

(5)  That  the  Wisconsin  shareholders,  on  becoming  mem- 
bers, etc.,  subscribed  for  their  shares  of  stock  in  the  same 
manner,  and  received  like  certificates  therefor,  as  did  all  the 
other  shareholders  of  said  association,  wheresoever  residing; 
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and  that  said  association  was  a  mutual  corporation ;  and  that 
each  shareholder  therein,  including  the  plaintiff  and  "  all 
the  other  shareholders  in  Wisconsin,  enjoyed  and  were  sub- 
ject to  like  rights,  privileges,  immunities,  and  liabilities  "  that 
other  members  enjoyed. 

(6)  That,  under  its  articles  of  incorporation,  none  of  the 
shareholders  of  the  association  did  or  could  have  higher  or 
superior  rights  than  those  enjoyed  by  all;  that,  at  the  date 
of  appellant's  appointment,  it  had  shareholders  in  thirty-five 
states,  owned  real  estate  in  nineteen  states,  and  held  mort- 
gages on  real  estate  in  twenty-nine  states. 

(7)  That  the  association  had  violated  certain  laws  of  the 
state  of  Minnesota,  had  become  insolvent,  and  incapable  of 
effectuating  the  object  for  which  it  was  organized  and  cre- 
ated, and  incapable  of  carrying  out  its  contracts  and  obliga- 
tions; that  the  appellant,  William  D.  Hale^  was  duly  ap- 
pointed, pursuant  to  the  statutes  of  Minnesota  as  fully  set 
forth,  by  the  district  court  of  Hennepin  county,  general  re- 
ceiver of  such  association,  in  an  action  wherein  the  state  of 
Minnesota,  on  the  relation  of  its  attorney  general,  was  plaint- 
iff, and  said  association  was  defendant;  and  that  the  order 
appointing  him  required  him  to  take  charge  of  all  the  prop- 
erty and  effects  of  such  association,  to  collect,  sue  for,  and 
recover  all  debts,  dues,  and  demands  that  were  due  said  as- 
sociation, and  to  manage  and  administer  all  the  affairs  of 
said  association  under  the  direction  of  said  court.  That,  pur- 
suant to  said  order  and  appointment,  the  said  association 
executed  and  delivered  to  the  receiver,  William  D.  Haley 
deeds  of  all  the  real  estate  owned  by  it,  and  due  and  suffi- 
cient assignments  of  all  its  property,  including  said  mort- 
gages herein  referred  to  as  being  in  the  possession  of  said 
Peterson^  as  treasurer  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  on  the  14th 
day  of  January,  1896. 

(8)  That  M.  a  Clarice,  on  the  5th  of  February,  1896,  was, 
by  the  order  of  the  circuit  court  of  Wisconsin  for  Dane 
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county,  appointed  receiver  of  said  association  for  the  state 
of  Wisconsin;  and  the  defendant  S.  A,  Peterson,  state  treas- 
urer, was  ordered  and  directed  to  turn  ov^er  all  the  said 
mortgages  referred  to  in  the  plaintiff's  complaint,  and  speci- 
fied in  the  answer  and  counterclaim,  to  said  Clarke,  as  such 
receiver;  and  that  the  said  Peterson  had  turned  over  and 
delivered  the  same  accordingly;  and  that  said  Clarke  was 
proceeding  to  collect  the  same,  and  would,  unless  interfered 
-with  by  the  court,  distribute  the  proceeds  of  the  same  to  the 
shareholders  resident  in  Wisconsin,  thereby  giving  to  said 
Wisconsin  shareholders  a  preference  over  the  other  share- 
holders of  said  association. 

(9)  That  the  assets  of  the  association  are  not  sufficient  to 
pay  to  all  its  shareholders  dollar  for  dollar  of  the  amount 
which  they  had  paid  in  or  any  other  or  greater  sum  than 
forty  per  cent,  thereof;  that  if  said  Clarke,  acting  as  re- 
ceiver, should  collect  said  moneys,  and  distribute  the  pro- 
ceeds thereof  to  the  Wisconsin  shareholders,  they  would 
receive  dollar  for  dollar  of  the  amount  they  paid  in  to  said 
association,  and  thereby  be  constituted  a  preferred  class  of 
shareholders,  against  equity  and  good  conscience,  and  con- 
trary to  the  purposes  of  said  association  as  defined  by  its 
articles  of  incorporation,  by-laws,  and  contracts  for  member- 
ship with  its  shareholders;  and,  finally,  that  the  law  under 
which  it  is  alleged  said  mortgages  were  deposited  was  in- 
tended to  protect  said  Wisconsin  shareholders  in  all  their 
rights  growing  out  of  their  membership  in  said  association, 
and  not  for  the  purpose  of  extending,  altering,  or  changing 
said  rights;  that  the  purpose  for  which  any  deposit,  made 
by  said  association  with  the  said  state  treasurer  under  said 
law,  was  made  terminated  and  was  at  an  end  when  said  as- 
sociation became  insolvent  and  incapable  of  carrying  out  its 
contracts  and  effectuating  the  purposes  of  its  being. 

The  defendant  prayed  that  the  court  might,  by  its  decree, 
direct  said  Clarke,  as  such  receiver,  to  turn  over  and  deliver 
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said  mortgages  so  held  by  him  to  said  William  D.  Haley  tO' 
be  by  him  collected,  and  the  proceeds  equitably  distributed 
to  all  the  shareholders,  wherever  residing,  and  for  general 
relief. 

Eugene  G.  Hay^  for  the  appellant,  contended,  inter  alia^ 
that  absolute  mutuality  of  interest  is  the  foundation  of  all 
building  and  loan  associations.  Every  shareholder  main- 
tains a  contractual  relation  with  the  association,  which,  ia 
the  nature  of  things,  is  a  contractual  relation  with  every 
other  shareholder.  The  certificate  of  stock  which  he  re- 
ceived was  the  written  evidence  of  that  contract.  Each 
shareholder,  upon  becoming  a  member  of  the  association^ 
.agreed  with  each  other  shareholder  that  he  would  share 
with  him  equally  the  losses  of  the  common  enterprise.  Each 
shareholder,  upon  accepting  his  certificate  of  stock,  agreed 
that  he  would  be  a  mutual  participant  ifi  the  fortunes  of 
the  association,  whether  thej'^  w^ere  good  or  bad.  Towle  v. 
Am..  jB.,  Z.  &  L  Co.  60  Fed.  Eep.  131 ;  Strohen  v.  FranUin 
S.  F.  c&  L.  Asso.  115  Pa.  St.  273;  Security  Loan  Asso.  v. 
Lake,  69  Ala.  456,  461 ;  Enutson  v.  N.  W.  L.  &  B.  Asso.  6» 
N.  W.  Rep.  889;  Eversmdnn  v.  Schmitt,  53  Ohio  St.  174; 
Price  V.  Eendall,  14  Tex.  Civ.  App.  26;  Rogers  v.  JialneSy 
38  S.  W.  Rep.  483;  Taylor  v.  Life  Asso.  of  Am.  13  Fed.  Rep. 
493;  Towle  v.  Am.  B.  c&  L.  Asso.  75  id.  938;  Endlich,  Build- 
ing Associations  (2d  ed.),  §§  121-123,  514,  523,  524,  et  seq. 
Sec.  2014a,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.,  is  intended  to  insure  to  Wis- 
consin shareholders  their  contractual  rights,  not  to  change 
or  enlarge  them.  Under  his  contract  with  the  association 
the  Wisconsin  shareholder  was  to  be  treated  just  as  the 
shareholder  in  any  other  state.  He  was  to  receive  his  pro- 
portionate share  of  the  assets,  no  more,  no  less.  If  this  law 
is  interpreted  as  giving  him  a  larger  share  of  the  assets  of 
the  association  when  it  becomes  insolvent,  it  operates  to  en- 
large his  rights,  changes  his  contract,  and  impairs  its  obliga- 
tions. -  Taylor  v.  Life  Asso.  of  Am.  13  Fed.  Rep.  493;  Ruivr 
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del  V.  Life  Asso,  of  Am.  10  id.  720;  Davis  v.  Life  Asso.  of 
Am.  11  id.  782;  Parsons  v.  Charter  Oak  L.  Ins.  Co.  31  id. 
805;  Eelfe  v.  Hundle,  103  U.  S.  222;  BocJcover  v.  Life  Asso. 
of  Am.  77  Va.  85;  Reno,  Non  Residents,  §  164.  The  proper 
construction  of  this  law  is  that  the  deposit  of  the  mortgages 
with  the  state  treasurer  was  made  only  to  enable  the  Wis- 
consin shareholders  to  enforce  such  rights  as  they  might 
have  in  the  association  growing  out  of  their  contractual  re- 
lation. The  insolvency  of  the  association  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  receiver  abrogated  these  contracts;  hence,  the 
purpose  for  which  the  deposit  was  made  is  at  an  end,  and 
the  mortgages  shovild  be  turned  over  to  the  domiciliary  re- 
ceiver and  distributed  equitably  among  all  the  shareholders. 
Any  other  construction  would  defeat  the  very  purpose  of 
that  principle  of  equity  which  authorizes  a  court  to  take 
charge  of  an  insolvent  estate.  Towle  v.  Am.  B.  cfe  Z.  Asso. 
75  Fed.  Rep.  938;  Pittslurg  c6  S.  R.  Co.  v.  Allegheny  Co. 
79  Pa.  St.  214;  Wright  v.  Lee,  2  S.  Dak.  596;  S.  C.  4  id.  237; 
Dearborn  Foundry  Co.  -w.  Augustine,  5  Wash.  67  j  Wash- 
burn inil  Co.  V.  BarUett,  3  N.  Dak.  138;  Toledo  T.  db  L. 
Co.  V.  Thomas,  33  W.  Va.  566;  American  B.  <&  L.  Asso.  v. 
BainhoU,  48  ISTeb.  434;  Mbrawetz,  Priv.  Corp.  (2d  ed.),  §  665; 
Rogers  v.  Ilargo,  92  Tenn.  35.  Sec.  2014a  impairs  the  obli- 
gations of  contracts.  The  Minnesota  law  under  which  the  as- 
sociation was  organized  authorized  the  deposit  of  securities 
in  a  foreign  state  when  required  by  the  laws  of  such  state. 
In  the  same  law  such  associations  were  forbidden  to  issue 
or  create  preferred  stock.  The  legislature  could  not  have 
intended  to  authorize  the  association  to  make  a  deposit  which 
would  create  preferred  stock,  and  at  the  same  time  and  in 
the  same  act  forbid  it  to  create  preferred  stock.  It  is  clear, 
therefore,  that  the  interpretation  placed  upon  the  Wisconsin 
statute  was  that  contended  for  by  appellant.  Otherwise 
the  Minnesota  law  was  itself  in  conflict  with  the  constitu- 
tion, in  that  it  authorized  a  corporation  of  its  creation  to  do 
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tbat  which  violates  its  contracts  and  renders  it  impossible 
for  it  to  fulfill  the  purpose  of  its  creation  by  destroying  the 
mataal  relation  of  its  shareholders,  which  is  the  essence  of 
its  being.  Fletcher  v.  P-eck^  6  Cranch,  87;  Sturgea  v.  Croymr 
inshieldy  4  Wheat.  122;  Dartmouth  College  v.  Woodward^  id, 
618;  Green  v.  Biddle^  8  Wheat.  1;  Ogden  v,  /Saunders,  12 
id.  213;  Bronson  v.  Kimie,  1  How.  311;  Van  Hoffman  v. 
Quincj/y  4  Wall.  535;  Fisher  v.  Patton^  134  Mo.  32;  Cooley, 
Const.  Lim.  (5th  ed.),  331  et  seg.;  Relfe  v.  Bundle,  103  U.  8. 
222;  Canada  S.  B.  Co.  v.  Gehhard,  109  id.  527. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Lewis,  Briggs  c6 
Dudgeon,  attorneys  for  Clarke,  and  the  Attorney  General, 
attorney  for  Peterson,  and  oral  argument  by  H,  E.  Briggs 
and  J.  L,  Erdall,  first  assistant  attorney  general.  They 
argued,  among  other  things,  that  the  association  and  its  re- 
ceiver are  estopped  from  questioning  the  validity  of  the 
deposit.  Berry  *o.  Knights  Templar^  <&  M.  L.  L  Co.  46 
Fed.  Eep.  439,  and  cases  cited ;  Diamond  Plate  Glass  Co,  v» 
Minneapolis  Mut,  F.  Ins,  Co,  55  id.  27;  Bailroad  Co,  v. 
Harris,  12  Wall.  65 ;  Van  Dresser  v.  Oregon  R,  dk  N,  Co.  48 
Fed.  Eep.  202;  Lafayette  Ins.  Co,  v.  French,  18  How.  404; 
Ehrman  v.  Teutonia  Ins.  Co.  1  Fed.  Rep.  471 ;  Gibson  v. 
Manufacturer^  F.  db  M.  Ins.  Co.  144  Mass.  81 ;  Sparks  v. 
If  at.  M.  Ace,  Asso.  100  Iowa,  458;  Murfree,  Foreign  Corp. 
§  203 ;  Radish  v.  Garden  City  Eg,  L,  &  B,  Asso,  151  111.  531 ; 
Whitney  Arms  Co.  v.  Barlow,  63  N.  T.  62;  27  Am.  &  Eng. 
Ency.  of  Law,  360,  364,  367,  and  cases  cited;  j}forth  Hudson 
Mut,  B,  (&  L.  Asso,  V.  First  Nat.  Bank,  79  Wis.  31;  HaU 
Mfg,  Co,  V.  Am.  B,  Supply  Co.  48  Mich.  331 ;  Pneumatio 
Gas  Co.  V.  Berry,  113  U.  S.  322;  Morawetz,  Priv.  Corp. 
§§  648-653,  689-699;  Manchester  cfe  L.  R,  Co.  v.  C.  B,  Co. 
%Q  N.  H.  100. 

Finney,  J.  1.  The  principal  question  presented  by  these 
appeals  is  as  to  the  construction,  validity,  and  eflfect  of  the  law 


216  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.  [9S 

Lewis  ▼&  The  American  Savings  &  Loan  Association  and  others. 

of  Wisconsin  requiring  foreign  mutual  building  and  loan 
associations  to  make  a  deposit  of  securities  of  the  value  of 
$100,000  with  the  state  treasurer  as  a  condition  upon  which 
such  corporations  may  receive  a  license  from  and  transact 
business  in  this  state.  The  statute  (sees.  2014a,  2014&,  S.  &  B. 
Ann.  Stats.)  provides  that  "  no  foreign  building  and  loan  as- 
sociation .  .  .  shall  issue  its  shares,  receive  moneys  or 
transact  any  business  in  this  state  unless  such  association 
shall  have  and  keep  on  deposit  with  the  state  treasurer  of 
Wisconsin,  in  trust,  for  the  benefit  and  security  of  all  its 
members  in  this  siate^  the  securities  of  the  actual  cash  value 
of  $100,000  of  the  kind  mentioned  in  section  2  of  this  act;^ 
to  be  approved  and  accepted  by  said  state  treasurer,  and 
held  in  trust  as  aforesaid,  until  all  shares  of  such  association 
held  by  residents  of  this  state  shall  have  been  fully  re- 
deemed and  paid  off  by  such  association,  and  until  its  con- 
tracts and  obltgations  to  persons  and  members  residing  in 
this  state  shall  have  been  fully  performed  and  discharged." 
The  deposit  is  required  at  all  times  to  be  kept  good  and  of 
the  value  of  $100,000.  The  defendant  corporation,  in  order 
to  be  allowed  to  enter  the  state  and  transact  its  proper  busi- 
ness as  a  building  and  loan  association  therein,  and  to  obtain 
a  license  to  that  end,  as  it  did  May  10,  1889  (which  was  re- 
newed from  time  to  time,  and  continued  in  force  during  the 
entire  period  it  transacted  business  in  said  state),  deposited 
with  the  state  treasurer  of  Wisconsin,  as  it  appears,  its  mort- 
gage securities  taken  in  the  course  of  its  business,  to  the  re- 
quired amount. 

The  defendant  corporation  was  a  foreign  corporation, 
created  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  state  of  Minne- 
sota, located  and  having  its  principal  office  in  Minneapolis. 
The  general  nature  of  its  business  was  "to  assist  its  mem- 
bers in  saving  and  investing  money,  in  buying  real  estate^ 
and  in  procuring  money  for  other  purposes,  by  loaning  or 
advancing  under  the  mutual  building  society  plan."    By  ar- 
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tide  6  of  its  articles  of  association,  the  government  of  th/ 
corporation  and  the  management  of  its  affairs  were  vesteU 
in  a  board  of  seven  directors,  chosen  from  and  by  the  stock- 
holders. By  its  amended  articles  of  association,  adopted 
July  31,  1888  (article  19),  it  was  provided  that  "  the  board 
of  directors  may  sell  and  dispose  of  the  mortgages  held  by 
this  corporation  whenever  they  ma}"  deem  best,  and  as  pro* 
vided  by  the  by-laws;"  but  no  by-laws  on  the  subject  were 
adopted.  Article  16  of  the  same  date  provided  that  "  the 
directors  of  this  corporation  may  enter  into  such  contracts 
and  agreements  and  appoint  such  agents  as  they  may  deem 
for  the  interest  best  of  its  atf(iirs."  Article  19  was  amended 
July  11,  1888,  so  as  to  read  as  follows:  "The  board  of  di- 
rectors shall  not  sell  or  dispose  of  any  of  the  mortgages 
owned  by  this  corporation." 

The  Minnesota  statute  (chapter  236  of  the  General  Laws 
for  1889,  which  became  a  law  April  22d  of  that  year,  before 
the  defendant  corporation  ^vas  licensed  to  do  business  in 
Wisconsin,  as  amended  June  1,  1891,  and  embodied  in  Gen. 
Stats,  of  Minn.  1894,  sec.  2860)  provided,  in  substance,  that 
every  building  and  loan  association  governed  by  the  act 
should  deposit  and  keep  with  the  state  auditor  or  a  trust 
company  all  mortgages  or  other  securities  received  by  it  in 
the  usual  course  of  business,  and  that,  whenever  required  by 
the  laws  of  any  other  state,  territory,  or  nation,  its  securi- 
ties sufficient  to  allow  such  association  to  enter  and  do  busi- 
ness in  such  state,  territory,  or  nation  might  be  deposited 
with  some  oflScer  authorized  to  receive  the  same  in  such 
state,  territory,  or  nation,  under  the  laws  thereof,  for  the 
benefit  of  its  members  and  creditors.  Provisions  were  made 
regulating  the  transfer  accordingly,  which  are  so  extended 
as  not  to  admit  of  convenient  quotation;  but  they  seem  to 
plainly  recognize  as  lawful  a  deposit  in  another  state  of  se- 
curities of  the  association,  in  order  to  entitle  it  to  a  license 
to  enter  such  state  and  transact  its  business  therein.     Suffice 
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it  to  say  that  the  provisions  of  the  Minnesota  statute  seem 
designed  to  facilitate  the  convenient  using  and  tracing  of 
its  securities  deposited  for  the  purpose  indicated,  and  its 
provisions  appear  to  be  in  the  main  directory.  Compliance 
with  it  appears  to  be  a  matter  of  local  administration,  and 
not  a  condition  precedent  to  the  right  to  use  and  deposit  its 
securities  for  the  purpose  of  entering  and  transacting  busi- 
ness in  such  other  state. 

Within  twenty  days  after  the  enactment  of  the  Wisconsin 
statute,  the  corporation  had  constituted  the  state  treasurer 
of  Wisconsin  "a  depository  for  temporary  convenience  in 
complying  with  the  laws  of  Wisconsin  in  regard  to  deposit 
of  securities,  $100,000,"  and  resolved  that  it  would  "comply 
with  the  Wisconsin  law  as  soon  as  possible.''  A  license  was 
issued  to  it  pursuant  to  the  statute,  and  it  was  renewed  or 
continued  in  force  until  January  1,  1894. 

2.  In  view  of  the  action  of  the  defendant  throuo^h  its  board 
of  directors,  and  the  fact  that  it  is  conceded  that  the  securi- 
ties of  the  kind  and  character  mentioned  were  held  by  the 
state  treasurer  of  Wisconsin  when  the  action  was  commenced 
to  the  amount  of  $145,234,  we  must  conclude  and  hold  that 
the  mortgages  in  dispute  were  deposited  with  the  state  treas- 
urer by  the  defendant  corporation,  or  by  its  authority,  in  a 
lonajide  attempt "  to  comply  with  Wisconsin  law,"  as  it  had 
alread\^  resolved  to  do  and  it  had  made  the  state  treasurer  of 
that  state  its  depository  for  that  purpose.  The  Wisconsin 
law  required  the  deposit  of  securities  under  the  act  to  be 
made  with  the  state  treasurer.  The  defendant  corporation 
obtained  the  prescribed  license.  It  was  required  and  it  was 
its  dut)''  to  deposit  the  securities  mentioned  to  the  amount 
of  $100,000.  This,  it  would  seem,  had  been  agreed  should 
be  done;  and,  upon  the  facts  disclosed  by  the  record,  we 
think  that  it  is  a  reasonable  presumption  that  what  was 
agreed  to  be  done  was  done  in  the  manner  and  for  the  pur- 
poses prescribed  by  the  act.     In  Sparks  v,  NaL  M.  Aco. 
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A880.  (Iowa),  69  N.  W.  Eep.  678,  it  was  held  that  when  a 
foreign  insurance  company  is  shown  to  have  transacted  busi- 
ness in  a  state  where,  by  the  statute,  certain  acts  were  to  be 
done  by  that  company  before  it  had  a  right  to  transact  busi- 
ness therein,  a  conclusive  presumption  arises  that  the  com- 
pany has  complied  with  the  law  in  that  respect.  It  is  alleged 
in  the  counterclaim,  in  substance,  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Minnesota  statute  were  not  complied  with  by  the  corpora- 
tion defendant  in  making  the  deposits  with  the  state  treas- 
urer of  Wisconsin.  The  state  authorities  of  Wisconsin,  in 
receiving  these  securities  as  provided  by  the  statute,  were 
not  bound  to  investigate  the  question  of  local  administration 
or  compliance  with  the  law  of  Minnesota  by  the  corporation 
and  state  authorities.  The  allegations  that  the  possession 
of  the  securities  by  the  state  treasurer  was  wrongful,  and 
that  they  were  delivered  to  him  by  officers  and  employees 
of  the  corporation  without  lawful  authority,  are  legal  con- 
clusions. It  was  enough  that  the  securities  were,  as  it  is 
conceded,  the  property  of  the  corporation;  and  that  its  di- 
rectors, who  deposited  them  for  the  purpose  indicated,  had 
power  "to  enter  into  such  contracts  and  agreements  as  they 
might  deem  for  the  best  interest  of  its  affairs;"  and  that 
the  directors,  in  the  exercise  of  their  discretion,  desired  to 
obtain  a  license  to  prosecute  and  carry  on  the  business  of 
the  corporation  in  Wisconsin  in  order  to  realize  the  profits 
and  advantages  consequent  upon  such  extension  of  its  busi- 
ness, which  it  appears  has  been  extended  to  thirty-four  states. 
Heath  v.  Silverthorn  L.  M,  c&  S,  Co.  39  Wis.  146. 

3.  It  was  within  the  power  of  the  directors  to  determine 
upon  and  make  the  intended  extension  of  the  business  of  the 
corporation;  and  it  was  their  duty  and  within  their  power 
as  well  to  make  the  necessarj''  deposit  of  its  securities  as  re- 
quired by  the  Wisconsin  law,  which  was  a  condition  prece- 
dent to  the  right  of  the  corporation  to  obtain  the  desired 
license  and  transact  its  business  in  Wisconsin.     In  any  view 
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that  may  be  taken  of  the  case,  we  think  that  the  transaction 
was  within  the  undoubted  power  of  the  corporation.  The 
deposit  was  made  accordingly.  The  license  was  issued.  The 
defendant  entered  the  state,  and  carried  on  its  business 
therein,  and  for  a  period  of  five  j^ears  derived  the  benefits 
and  advantages  expected  to  result  from  such  extension  of  its 
business,  and  the  protection  and  authority  of  the  state.  It 
was  well  understood  by  the  corporation,  its  directors,  offi- 
cers, and  members,  that  these  securities  had  been  deposited, 
and  had  so  remained,  with  the  state  treasurer,  under  the 
pledge  specified  in  the  Wisconsin  statute,  and  until  financial 
disaster  and  insolvency  overtook  the  corporation.  It  could 
enter  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  and  carry  on  its  business,  only 
on -complying  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Wisconsin 
statute.  Having  the  right  to  extend  its  business,  it  seems 
clear  that  it  was  not  ultra  vires  the  corporation  to  comply 
with  the  conditions  upon  which  alone  it  could  lawfully  ob- 
tain a  license  to  so  enter  the  state  and  carry  on  its  business^ 
the  prosecution  of  which  was  for  the  common  advantage 
and  profit  of  the  corporation  and  of  all  its  members  and 
shareholders. 

4.  It  is  familiar  law  that  the  recognition  of  the  exist- 
ence of  a  corporation  by  any  other  than  the  state  of  its  crea- 
tion, and  the  enforcement  of  its  contracts  made  therein, 
depend  purely  upon  the  comity  of  such  other  state  or  states, — 
"  a  comity  which  is  never  extended  where  the  existence  of 
the  corporation  or  the  exercise  of  its  powers  are  prejudicial 
to  their  interests  or  repugnant  to  their  policy."  "Having 
no  absolute  right  of  recognition  in  other  states,  but  depend- 
ing for  such  recognition  and  the  enforcement  of  its  contracts 
upon  their  assent,  it  follows,  as  a  matter  of  course,  that  such 
assent  may  he  granted  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as 
those  states  may  think  proper  to  impose.  They  may  exclude 
the  foreign  corporation  entirely;  they  may  restrict  its  busi- 
ness to  particular  localities;  or  they  may  eooact  such  security 
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for  ths  performance  of  its  contracts  with  their  citizens  a^  in 
4heir  judgment  will  best  promote  the  public  interest.  The 
whole  matter  rests  in  their  discretion."  This  was  so  held 
by  the  supreme  court  of  the  United  States,  nearly  thirty 
years  ago,  in  Paul  v.  Virginiay  8  Wall.  168, 181,  affirmed  in 
that  court  by  many  subsequent  cases,  and  as  well  by  other 
courts  of  the  highest  respectability  and  authority.  Hooper 
•??.  Calif omia^  155  U.  S.  648,  and  cases  cited;  Relfe  v.  Bundle, 
103  U.  S.  222,  225;  Ilartfoi^d  F.  Ins,  Co.  v.  Raymond,  70 
!Mich.  485;  Morse  v.  Home  Ins.  Co.  30  Wis.  496;  State  ex  rel. 
Drake  v.  DoyU,  40  Wis.  175,  197;  State  ex  rel.  Covenant  M\ 
B.  Asso.  V.  Hoot,  83  Wis.  667,  680;  Wyman  v.  Kimbei^ly- 
Clark  Co.  93  Wis.  554. 

In  Hooper  v.  California,  supra,  the  cases  in  the  supreme 
<5ourt  of  the  United  States  on  the  subject  are  collected  and 
cited,  and  it  was  there  stated  that:  "The  principle  that  the^ 
right  of  a  foreign  corporation  to  engage  in  business  within 
a  state  other  than  that  of  its  creation  depends  solely  upon 
the  will  of  such  other  state  has  been  long  settled,  and  many 
phases  of  its  application  have  been  illustrated  by  the  decis- 
ions of  this  court.  While  there  are  exceptions  to  this  rule, 
they  embrace  only  cases  where  a  corporation  created  by  one 
state  rests  its  right  to  enter  another,  and  to  engage  in  busi- 
ness therein,  upon  the  federal  nature  of  its  business;  as,  for 
instance,  where  it  has  derived  its  being  from  an  act  of  Con- 
gress, and  has  become  a  lawful  agency  for  the  performance 
of  governmental  or  g^t^o^^governmental  functions,  or  where 
it  is  necessarily  an  instrumentality  of  interstate  commerce, 
or  its  business  constitutes  such  commerce,  and  is  therefore 
solely  within  the  paramount  authority  of  Congress.  In  these 
cases  the  exceptional  business  is  protected  against  interfer- 
ence by  state  authority."  In  the  case  cited  the  court  said: 
"The  state  of  California  has  the  power  to  exclude  foreign 
insurance  companies  altogether  from  her  territory,  whether 
they  were  formed  for  the  purpose  of  doing  a  fire  or  a  ma- 
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rine  business.  She  has  the  power,  if  she  allows  any  snch 
companies  to  enter  her  confines,  to  determine  the  conditions 
on  which  the  entry  shall  be  made.  And,  as  a  necessary  con- 
sequence of  her  possession  of  these  powers,  she  has  the  right 
to  enforce  any  conditions  imposed  hj  her  laws  as  preliminary 
to  the  transaction  of  business  within  her  confines  by  a  for- 
eign corporation,  whether  the  business  is  to  be  carried  on 
through  officers  or  through  ordinary  agents  of  the  company  ; 
and  she  has  also  the  further  right  to  prohibit  a  citizen  from 
contracting  within  her  jurisdiction  with  any  foreign  com- 
pany which  has  not  acquired  the  privilege  of  engaging  in 
business  therein,  either  in  his  own  behalf  or  through  an 
agent  empowered  to  that  end.  The  power  to  exclude  em- 
braces the  power  to  regulate,  to  enact  and  enforce  all  legis- 
lation in  regard  to  things  done  within  the  territory  of  the 
state  which  may  be  directly  or  incidentally  requisite  in  or- 
der to  render  the  enforcement  of  the  conceded  power  effica- 
cious to  the  fullest  extent,  subject  always,  of  course,  to  the 
paramount  authority  of  the  constitution  of  the  Uniteil 
States."  The  doctrine  thus  established  is,  in  our  judgment, 
conclusive  as  to  the  validity  of  the  pledge  of  the  securities 
here  in  question,  under  the  Wisconsin  statute,  and  of  the 
trusts  therein  specified.  The  defendant  association  clearly 
had  the  power  to  make  the  deposit  as  incident  to  the  ac- 
complishment of  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  created. 

In  North  Hudson  Mat.  B,  <£•  Z.  Asso,  v.  First  Nat,  BanJcy 
79  Wis.  31,  36,  this  court  held  that  a  building  and  loan  as- 
sociation might  lawfully  do  those  things  reasonably  neces- 
sary in  order  to  accomplish  the  objects  and  purposes  of  its 
organization  which  were  not  expressly  forbidden.  In  gen- 
eral, in  exercising  the  powers  conferred  by  its  charter,  a  corpo- 
ration may  adopt  any  proper  and  convenient  means  tending 
directly  to  their  accomplishment,  and  not  amounting  to  the 
transaction  of  a  separate  unauthorized  business.  Clark  v. 
FarringtoUj  11  Wis.  306;  State  ex  rel.  Priest  v.  Regents  of 
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University y  54  Wis.  159;  Madison^  TT.  <j&  M.  Plank  Road 
Co,  v.  Wateriown  c&  P.  Plank  Road  Co.  5  Wis.  173.  Tbo 
association  defendant  had  not  been  forbidden  to  make  the 
deposit  of  its  securities  taken  in  the  course  of  its  business 
to  enable  it  to  enter  the  state  of  Wisconsin  or  any  other 
state  and  obtain  a  license  to  transact  its  business  therein. 
It  was  the  absolute  owner  of  these  securities,  and  it  might 
lawfully  so  use  them.  It  was  required  by  the  statute  that 
"  if  any  securities  on  deposit  as  provided  by  this  act  are 
wholly  or  partially  extinguished  by  payments  on  the  same 
or  otherwise,  or  such  securities  dei)reciate  in  value  for  any 
cause,  new  securities  must  be  added,  so  that  the  deposit  may 
at  all  times  be  kept  good  and  of  the  value  of  $100,000." 
[Sec.  2014J,  S.  <fe  B.  Ann.  Stats.]  The  association  defend- 
ant, by  accepting  its  license,  was  bound  to  comply  with  the 
law;  and,  in  the  absence  of  any  allegations  to  the  contrary, 
it  must  be  presumed  that  all  mortgages  deposited  at  or  after 
the  date  of  the  license.  May  10,  18S9,  were  deposited  for  the 
purpose  of  complying  with  the  law  and  keeping  its  deposit 
up  to  the  required  amount  of  $100,000.  The  subsequent 
amendment  to.  the  articles  of  incorporation  (July  11th), 
providing  that "  the  board  of  directors  shall  not  sell  or  dispose 
of  any  of  the  mortgages  held  or  owned  by  the  corporation," 
is  relied  on;  but  this  provision  must  be  construed,  we  think, 
in  connection  with  the  statute  of  Minnesota,  which,  as 
already  noticed,  quite  clearly  contemplated  that  the  securi- 
ties of  the  association  might  be  used  and  pledged,  if  need 
be,  for  the  purpose  of  complying  with  the  law  under  which 
it  could  enter  to  transact  business  in  another  state.  It  was 
not  intended  by  this  amendment  to  deprive  the  corporation 
of  the  power,  by  the  use  of  its  securities,  to  maintain  and 
keep  good  its  deposits,  in  order  to  transact  its  business  in 
the  thirty-four  states  which  it  appears  to  have  entered  for 
that  purpose.  The  more  reasonable  view  would  seem  to  be 
that  the  amendments  was  intended  to  prevent  an  absolute 
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sale  or  traffic  in  its  securities,  and  not  a  deposit  of  such 
securities  for  the  purpose  indicated. 

We  arrive,  therefore,  at  the  conclusion  that  the  deposit 
of  securities  in  question,  made  with  the  state  treasurer  for 
the  purpose  indicated,  was  within  the  lawful  power  of  the 
corporation  as  represented  by  its  directors,  and  that  the  ac- 
tion of  the  directors  in  making  it  was  binding  upon  the  cor- 
poration and  all  its  members  to  the  extent  and  according 
to  the  terms  of  the  statute  under  which  it  was  made. 

5.  The  deposit  was,  as  we  have  said,  within  the  power 
conferred  upon  the  corporation,  and  not  in  violation  of  the 
trust  reposed  in  the  board  of  directors,  that  the  affairs  of  the 
corporation  should  be  managed,  and  its  prpperty  and  funds 
applied,  solely  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  objects 
for  which  the  corporation  was  created.  It  is  well  settled 
that  a  corporation  cannot  avail  itself  of  the  defense  of  vZira 
vires  when  the  contract  in  question  has  been  in  good  faith 
fully  performed  by  the  other  party,  and  the  corporation  has 
had  the  full  benefit  of  the  performance  of  the  contract. 
Much  less  will  the  claim  that  the  transaction  was  ultra  vires 
be  allowed  as  a  ground  for  rescinding  the  contract  and  re- 
storing to  the  complaining  party,  on  that  ground,  the  prop- 
erty or  funds  with  which  he  has  parted,  after  he  has  had  the 
benefit  of  full  performance  of  the  contract  by  the  other 
party;  and,  in  general,»the  plea  of  ultra  vires  will  not  be  al- 
lowed to  prevail,  whether  interposed  for  or  against  a  corpo- 
ration, when  it  will  not  advance  justice,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
will  accomplish  a  legal  wrong.  Kadish  v.  Garden  City  E. 
B.  ib  Z.  Asso.  151  111.  531;  Whitney  Arms  Co,  v.  Barlow,  63 
N.  Y.  62;  National  Bank  v.  Matthews,  98  U.  S.  623,  629. 
"Where  it  is  a  simple  question  of  capacity  or  authority  to 
contract,  arising  either  on  a  question  of  regularity  of  organ- 
ization or  of  power  conferred  by  the  charter,  a  part}'^  who 
has  had  the  benefit  of  the  agreement  cannot  be  permitted, 
in  an  action  founded  on  it,  to  question  its  validity.  It  would 
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be  in  the  highest  degree  inequitable  and  unjust  to  permit 
the  defendant  to  repudiate  a  contract  the  fruits  of  which  he 
retains."  Sedgwick,  Construction  of  Stat.  &  Const.  Law,  73. 
In  2  Beach,  Priv.  Corp.  §  425,  the  subject  is  fully  considered, 
and  numerous  modern  authorities  are  cited,  showing  that 
"where  a  contract  has  been  in  good  faith  fully  performed, 
either  by  the  corporation  or  the  other  party,  the  one  who 
has  received  the  benefit  of  it  will  not  be  permitted  to  resist 
its  enforcement  by  the  plea  of  a  mere  want  of  power."  Darst 
V.  Gale^  83  111.  136 ;  Carson  City  Sav,  Bank  v.  Carson  City 
Elevator  Co,  90  Mich.  550 ;  Holmes  db  Griggs  Mfg.  Co.  v. 
Holmes  &  Wessell  Metal  Co.  127  N.  T.  260;  Rider  Life  Raft 
Co.  V.  Roach,  97  K  T.  378;  Bradley  v.  Ballard,  55  ill.  415; 
Stcite  Board  of  Agriculture  v.  Citizen^  St.  R.  Co.  47  Ind.  407; 
Oil  Creek  <&  A,  R.  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  Transp.  Co.  83  Pa. 
St.  160,  166. 

The  result  of  these  views  is  that  the  receiver  appointed  by 
the  circuit  court  for  Dane  cgunty,  Wisconsin,  is  entitled  to 
retain  the  securities  in  question,  and  to  subject  them,  under 
the  order  of  the  court,  to  the  fulfillment  of  the  trust  upon 
which  they  were  so  deposited ;  and,  to  that  end,  they  may 
be  sold  or  collected,  and  the  proceeds  so  applied,  and  any 
residue  that  may  remain  must  be  turned  over  to  the  appel- 
lant, the  receiver  appointed  by  the  district  court  of  Henne- 
pin county,  Minnesota.  The  corporation  defendant,  as  well 
as  its  stockholders  and  its  receiver  appointed  by  the  court 
in  Minnesota,  are  estopped  from  disputing  the  validity  of 
the  trust  upon  which  the  state  treasurer  had  received  these 
securities  and  held  them  when  the  corporation  became  in- 
solvent arid  this  action  was  commenced.  The  corporation, 
by  its  directors,  consented  to  and  made  the  deposit,  and  their 
action  became  binding  alike  on  members  and  stockholders 
in  other  states;  and  they  have  thus  waived  all  right,  on 
legal  or  constitutional  grounds,  to  question  the  validity  of 
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the  trust  on  which  the  securities  are  held,  as  expressed  in 
the  statute. 

6.  We  cannot  perceive  how  it  can  be  maintained  that  the 
contract  clause  of  the  federal  constitution  can  be  invoked  to 
release  these  securities  from  the  operation  and  effect  of  such 
pledge  and  estoppel,  whatever  view  may  be  taken  of  the 
rights  and  relations  of  the  entire  body  of  stockholders  as 
between  themselves  and  the  corporation.  They  have  waived 
their  right  to  insist  upon  the  constitutional  objection  they 
urge  against  the  Wisconsin  statute,  or  to  question  the  validity 
of  the  trust.  Whatever  modification  or  change  may  have 
occurred  in  the  contractual  relations  existing  between  these 
parties  is  the  sole  result  of  their  lawful  and  proper  consent^ 
or  of  those  who  were  chosen  and  fully  empowered  in  law 
to  represent  them,  namely,  the  board  of  directors,  without 
whose  authority  the  securities  could  not  have  been  deposited 
or  pledged  under  the  statute.  The  right  to  invoke  the  con- 
tract provision  of  the  federal  ^constitution,  we  think,  has 
been  waived  by  them ;  and  the  case  on  this  point  falls  strictly 
within  the  principle  stated  by  Judge  Cooley  in  his  celebrated 
work  on  Constitutional  Limitations  (6th  ed.,  p.  214),  where 
he  states  that  "  there  are  cases  where  a  law,  in  its  applica- 
tion to  a  particular  case,  must  be  sustained,  because  the 
party  who  makes  objection  has,  by  prior  action,  precluded 
himself  from  being  heard  against  it.  Where  a  constitutional 
provision  is  designed  for  the  protection  solely  of  the  prop- 
erty rights  of  the  citizen,  it  is  competent  for  him  to  waive 
the  protection,  and  to  consent  to  such  action  as  would  be 
invalid  if  taken  against  his  will."  And  severaj  instances  of 
the  application  of  this  principle  are  given.  The  learned 
author  states:  "  In  these  and  the  like  cases  the  statute  must 
be  read  with  an  implied  proviso  that  the  party  to  be  af- 
fected shall  assent  thereto;  and  such  consent  removes  all 
obstacle,  and  lets  the  statute  in  to  operate  the  same  as  if  it 
Lad  in  terms  contained  the  condition." 
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There  are  many  well-considered  cases  sustaining  the  posi- 
tion that  a  party  may,  by  his  own  act  or  conduct,  preclude 
himself  from  insisting  upon  constitutional  objections  to  a 
statute  affecting  his  rights.  The  subject  is  discussed  by 
Paine,  J.,  in  Burrows  v,  Bashford^  22  "Wis.  104,  where  the 
opinion  is  expressed  that  it  is  not  unconstitutional  for  the 
legislature  to  provide  that  a  party  may  voluntarily  subject 
himself  to  unconstitutional  provisions  as  a  condition  to  the 
enjoyment  of  a  new  advantage  given  by  the  act.  So,  in  the 
present  case,  in  consideration  of  the  benefits  derived  by 
the.  defendant  corporation  and  its  shareholders  from  the 
statute  under  consideration,  it  being  allowed  to  enter  the 
state  and  transact  business  therein,  they  must  be  precluded 
from  insisting  upon  the  invalidity  of  the  statute.  Bank  of 
Columhia  v.  Okely^  4  Wheat.  235 ;  People  v.  Murray ^  5  Hill, 
468.  A  party  may  renounce  a  constitutional  provision  made 
for  his  benefit  {Emhury  v.  Conner^  3  N.  Y.  511;  Lee  v.  Til- 
loisoriy  24  Wend.  337),  and,  having  waived  it,  cannot  subse- 
quently ask  for  its  protection.  The  views  we  have  already 
expressed  render  the  contention  of  the  appellant  in  respect 
to  the  relations  which  the  shareholders  of  a  mutual  building 
association  ordinarily  sustain  to  the  corporation  and  to  each 
other  inapplicable,  as  well  as  the  contention  that  the  en- 
forcement of  the  trust  specified  in  the  statute  in  these  securi- 
ties will  destroy  equality  of  right  between  the  shareholders 
in  general,  rendering,  as  it  is  contended,  the  Wisconsin  share- 
holders preferred  shareholders. 

7.  Whatever  the  practical  result  of  the  enforcement  of  the 
trust  in  favor  of  Wisconsin  shareholders,  creditors,  and  others 
sustaining  contractual  relations  with  the  corporation  defend- 
ant may  be,  it  rests,  as  we  think  ai^d  as  we  hold,  upon  the 
consent  of  the  corporation  and  of  its  shareholders  lawfully 
given,  as  it  well  might  be  in  the  present  case,  by  and  through 
its  board  of  directors,  for  a  valid  consideration  received  by 
the  corporation  to  the  benefit  and  advantage  of  those  now 
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denying  its  validity.  The  right  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin  to  pass 
and  enforce  the  act  for  the  better  protection  of  its  citizens  and 
residents- against  irresponsible  foreign  corporations  entering, 
or  desiring  to  enter,  the  state  and  transact  business  therein 
with  its  citizens,  cannot,  we  think,  be  denied.  We  cannot 
assent  to  the  position  that  the  security  afforded  by  the  de- 
posit required  by  the  act,  and  thus  consented  to  and  made 
by  the  corporation  through  its  directors,  may  be  avoided  or 
nullified  at  the  instant  when  the  necessity  for  retaining  and 
enfo^cing  it  becomes  imperative.  If  it  was  lawful  to  require 
and  take  the  security,  it  is  rightful  and  lawful  to  insist  on  it, 
and  enforce  it,  according  to  the  very  terms  and  true  mean- 
ing of  the  act  under  which  it  was  given;  and  insolvency  of 
the  corporation  will  not  release  the  trust  or  discharge  it. 
The  language  of  the  Wisconsin  statute  is  free  from  doubt  or 
ambiguity,  and  construction  has  no  oflBce  to  perform  in  re- 
spect to  it.  Its  meaning  and  purpose  are  obvious,  and  it  is 
the  manifest  duty  of  the  court  to  give  it  full  effect.  This 
cannot  be  done  without  strictly  applying  the  securities  or 
their  proceeds  to  the  uses  prescribed  by  the  statute.  This 
trust  was  not  created  for  the  benefit  or  indemnity  of  mem- 
bers, creditors,  and  shareholders  of  the  defendant  corpora- 
tion generally,  residing  out  of  the  state.  These  were  not 
within  its  plan,  purpose,  or  policy.  The  deposit  was  required 
and  made  in  pursuance  of  a  wise  state  policy,  solely  for  the 
benefit  and  indemnity  of  resident  shareholders  and  cred- 
itors, and  for  their  protection  and  advantage  only.  Lan- 
guage could  not  have  been  readily  employed  to  make  the 
intention  plainer  than  is  expressed  in  the  statute.  To  now 
turn  these  securities  over  to  the  appellant,  to  the  end  that 
they  may  be  collected  and  converted,  and  the  proceeds  ap- 
plied ratably  in  satisfaction  of  all  the  claims  of  shareholders 
and  creditors  generally,  whether  residents  of  Wisconsin  or 
not,  would,  we  think,  be  a  manifest  perversion  of  the  trust, 
and  render  the  security  and  indemnity  they  were  deposited 
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to  furnish  resident  shareholders,  and  others  indicated  in  the 

statute,  a  mere  delusion. 

We  think  that  the  demurrers  to  the  appellant's  answer 

and  counterclaim  were  properly  sustained. 

By  the  Court. —  The  orders  appealed  from  are  aflBrmed. 
■ 

On  the  distribution  of  the  assets  of  an  insolvent  insurance  company, 
see  an  extensive  note  to  Boston  <SbA»R,Co.ix  Mercantile  T.  &  D.  Co. 
(83  Md.  585),  in  88  U  R  A.  97.— Rbp. 
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Olanoet,  Appellant,  vs.  Alme  and  wife.  Respondents. 

December  11, 1897  —  January  11, 1898, 

Mortgages:  Foreclosure:  Homesteads, 

A  mortgage  covering  a  homestead  and  other  lands  was  foreclosed 
and  the  entire  premises  sold,  the  nonexempt  portion  being  worth 
less  than  the  amount  of  the  debt.  Held,  that  the  surplus  money 
remaining  after  satisfaction  of  the  mortgage  debt  should  be  deemed 
proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  homestead,  and  exempt  from  execu- 
tion, under  sea  2988,  R  a 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane  county : 
K.  Or,  SiEBECKEE,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

Thfs  is  an  appeal  from  an  order  which  directs  the  pay- 
ment of  the  surplus  moneys  arising  from  the  sale  of  mort- 
gaged premises  under  a  foreclosure  judgment  to  the  mort- 
gagors. The  respondent  Edwin  E.  Alme  was  the  owner 
of  an  eighty-acre  tract  of  land,  upon  which  his  home  was 
situated.  The  whole  tract  was  under  a  mortgage,  which 
was  foreclosed,  and  a  sale  made  under  the  judgment.  It 
was  all  sold  as  one  parcel.  It  sold  for  enough  to  pay  the 
mortgage  debt  and  to  leave  a  surplus.  The  appellant  owned 
a  judgment  against  Edwin  E.  Alme^  which  was  a  lien  upon 
all  the  mortgaged  premises  which  was  not  included  in  the 
homestead.     He  made  claim  for  the  surplus  moneys.     The 
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court  directed  them  to  be  paid  to  the  mortgagors.  The  ap- 
peal is  from  that  order. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  E,  R.  Loverud  and 
W.  W.  Oilmariy  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Oilman. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  JB.  A.  Hvher  and 
ErdaU  A  Swansen^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Ruber  and 
Mr,  jSam,  T.  Swansen, 

Newman,  J.  The  question  presented  is  not  diflBcult  of  so- 
lution. All  the  principles  involved  in  its  solution  have  been 
settled  by  the  decisions  of  this  court.  The  right  of  the  owner 
to  have  his  homestead  exempt  from  "liability  in  any  form  " 
(E.  8.  sec.  2983)  for  his  debts  is  superior  to  the  equity  of  a 
creditor  to  have  it  applied  to  the  payment  of  his  debt.  How- 
ever it  may  have  been  formerly  and  in  the  absence  of  a  stat- 
ute declaring  his  right,  it  is  now  the  settled  policy  of  the  law 
to  prefer  the  homestead  right  as  against  the  rights  of  cred- 
itors. Hanson  v.  Edgar ^  34  Wis.  65.3 ;  Smith  v.  Wait,  39  Wis. 
512;  Itozek  v,  EedzimM,  87  Wis.  525.  In  furtherance  of 
this  benevolent  purpose,  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  home- 
stead are  made  exempt  from  liability  for  the  debts  of  the 
owner  "while  held  with  the  intention  to  procure  another 
homestead  therewith."  E.  S.  sec.  2983.  It  has  been  held, 
in  harmony  with  the  liberal  spirit  of  the  exemption  laws, 
that  where  a  homestead  which  is  incumbered  with  other 
property  by  a  common  mortgage  is  applied  by  the  owner, 
along  with  the  other  property,  as  one  parcel,  to  the  payment 
of  the  mortgage  debt,  a  surplus  remaining  after  the  payment 
of  the  debt  will  be  deemed  proceeds  of  a  sale  of  the  home- 
stead, and  exempt  from  liability  for  the  debts  of  the  owner 
of  the  homestead.  This  was  in  a  case  where  the  value  of  the 
property  not  included  in  the  homestead  was  less  than  the 
amount  of  the  mortgage  debt,  so  that  it  w^ould  not  alone 
have  sold  for  enough  to  realize  the  debt.  Binzel  v,  GrogaUy 
67  Wis.  147;  lloirpe  v,  Goldberg^  82  Wis.  660. 
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This  principle  is  entirely  applicable  to  the  case  of  a  sur- 
plus arising  from  a  foreclosure  sale  of  property  similarly 
-situated.  Here  the  lands  not  included  in  the  homestead 
were  worth  much  less  than  the  mortgage  debt.  The  mort- 
gage debt  was  upward  of  $3,900.  The  value  of  the  lands 
not  included  in  the  homestead  was  about  $1,600.  The  sale 
was  for  $4,600.  The  respondents  desire  to  use  the  surplus 
^moneys  to  procure  another  homestead. 

£y  the  CourL —  The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  affirmed. 


Thobn,  Eespondent,  vs.  Harnsteom,  Appellant. 

December  11, 1897 — January  11, 1898. 

OamUihment:  Discontirtuanee:  Election  of  remedies:  Failure  to  use  dili- 
gence in  ascertaining  facts. 

1.  The  principal  defendant  may  procure  tlie  discontinuance  of  garnish- 
ment proceedings  by  giving  the  undertaking  provided  for  in 
see.  2771,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.,  or  he  may  move  for  their  dismissal 
xm  the  ground  that  he  owned  property  subject  to  execution  suf- 
ficient to  satisfy  the  claim;  and  his  election  of  the  former  remedy 
is  a  waiver  of  his  right  to  resort  to  the  latter,  at  least  until  he  has 
been  relieved  of  his  election  on  equitable  grounds* 

2L  The  mere  fact  that  the  defendant  in  such  a  case,  at  the  time  of  mak- 
ing his  election,  was  ignorant  of  facts  upon  which  he  subsequently 
moved  to  dismiss  the  proceedings  is  insufficient  to  warrant  the 
setting  aside  of  such  election,  where  such  ignorance  was  the  re- 
sult of  an  unexcused  failure  to  resort  to  means  of  knowledge 
reasonably  within  his  reach. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane  county : 
E.  G.  Siebeckbr,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

Plaintiff  and  the  principal  defendant  resided  in  Chicago. 
The  former  sued  the  latter  in  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
'Cowntjy  and  as  incidental  thereto  commenced  this  garnishee 
miction.    The  affidavit  which  was  the  foundation  of  the  gar- 
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nishee  proceeding  was  in  the  usual  form,  stating,  among 
other  things,  that  plaintiff  verily  believed  that  the  defend- 
ant was  not  possessed  of  property  liable  to  execution  suffi- 
cient to  satisfy  the  plaintilTs  claim.  After  the  service  of 
garnishee  process  the  principal  defendant  filed  an  undertak- 
ing pursuant  to  the  statute,  for  the  purpose  of  releasing  the 
garnishee.  Thereafter,  on  affidavit  showing  that  such  princi- 
pal defendant  was  the  owner  of  a  large  amount  of  property 
in  the  city  of  Chicago,  liable  to  execution,  and  that  when  he 
gave  the  undertaking  to  release  the  garnishee  he  did  not 
know  that  the  cause  of  action  against  him  did  not  arise  in 
the  state  of  Wisconsin,  motion  was  made  to  dismiss  the 
garnishee  action  and  return  such  undertaking.  The  motion 
was  denied,  and  from  the  order  entered  this  appeal  was  taken. 

J.  A,  Eggen^  for  the  appellant,  contended,  inter  alia^  that 
it  is  an  undisputed  fact  that  at  the  time  of  making  the  affi- 
davit appellant,  to  the  knowledge  of  respondent,  had  prop- 
erty sufficient  to  satisfy  more  than  a  score  of  such  claims  as 
that  made  by  the  latter  in  his  affidavit.  One  of  the  condi- 
tions precedent  to  the  commencement  and  maintenance  of  a 
valid  garnishment  is  therefore  wanting.  The  action  can  no 
more  be  maintained  than  if  it  had  turned  out  that  the  orig- 
inal action  was  in  tort,  or  that  judgment  had  been  entered 
therein  and  no  execution  issued.  The  fact  that  the  property 
is  not  situated  in  this  state  is  immaterial,  because  the  stat- 
ute does  not  require  that  it  shall  be  in  any  particular  place 
or  state,  and  because  respondent,  being  himself  a  resident  of 
the  city  and  state  in  which  the  property  is  located,  is  in  no 
position  to  complain  of  the  location  of  the  property. 

Ben  E,  Wait,  for  the  respondent. 

Marshall,  J.  Sec.  2771,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats,,  provides  that 
"  the  defendant  may,  at  any  time  after  the  commencement  of 
the  action  and  before  judgment,  file  with  the  clerk  of  the 
courtanundertaking,  executed  by  at  least  two  sureties,   .  .  . 
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to  .  .  .  pay  to  the  plaintiff  the  amount  of  the  judgment, 
with  all  costs  that  may  be  recovered  against  such  defendant 
in  the  action,  not  exceeding  a  sum  specified ''  in  such  under- 
taking; and  that,  on  compliance  with  the  statutory  requisites 
in  the  matter,  the  garnishee  shall  be  discharged  and  the  gar- 
nishee proceedings  deemed  discontinued.  So,  upon  the  serv- 
ice of  the  garnishee  summons  upon  the  garnishee  defendant, 
the  appellant  had  his  election  to  give  the  bond  provided  for 
by  statute  and  thereby  supersede  the  garnishee  proceedings, 
or  to  move  the  court  for  a  dismissal  of  such  proceedings, 
under  the  rule  in  Orion  v.  Noonan^  27  Wis.  572,  and  Gerinan 
American  BanJc  v.  Butler-Mueller  Co.  87  Wis.  467,  if  ho 
deemed  the  facts  sufficient  to  invoke  the  application  of  such 
rule.  The  two  remedies  were  inconsistent;  therefore,  obvi- 
ously, the  appellant  could  not  have  both.  He  made  his  elec- 
tion to  give  the  undertaking,  and  thereby  the  garnishee 
proceedings  were,  by  force  of  the  statute,  discontinued  and 
at  an  end.  It  is  not  perceived  how  the  remedy  for  the  dis- 
missal of  the  proceedings  could  be  resorted  to  under  such 
circumstances  in  any  event,  but  certainly  not  till  the  appel- 
lant had  been  relieved  on  some  ground  of  equity  from  the 
election  he  had  made  to  supersede  the  garnishee  proceedings 
in  the  manner  provided  by  statute.  Eau  Claire  Grocer  Co. 
V.  Huhlard,  97  Wis.  661.  No  ground  for  such  relief  was  set 
forth  in  the  moving  papers. 

The  mere  fact  that  the  appellant  did  not  know  that  the 
cause  of  action  sued  on  did  not  arise  in  the  state  of  Wiscon- 
sin was  immaterial,  because  the  plaintiff  had  the  absolute 
right  to  resort  to  the  Wisconsin  courts  to  enforce  his  claim 
if  he  saw  fit  to  do  so.  Eingartner  v.  Illinois  Steel  Co.  94 
Wis.  70.  But  if  it  were  otherwise,  no  excuse  is  shown  for 
the  want  of  knowledge  which  appellant  alleged.  A  party 
cannot,  except  at  his  peril  of  being  bound  by  his  action, 
proceed  ignorantly  in  matters  respecting  his  own  interests, 
when  such  ignorance  is  the  result  of  a  failure  to  resort  to 
reasonable  means  of  knowleilgo  within  his  reach,  unless 
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there  is  some  good  excuse  shown  for  such  conduct.  No  ex- 
cuse whatever  is  shown  here.  The  appellant  simply  alleged 
that  he  did  not  know.  It  is  perfectly  apparent  that  he 
might  have  known  had  he  made  reasonable  efforts  to  dis- 
cover the  facts.  Being  a  debtor,  the  presumption  from  that 
fact  is  that  he  knew  the  facts  out  of  which  the  debt  arose, 
and  it  would  take  a  strong  case  to  rebut  such  presumption. 
But,  as  stated,  there  was  no  reason  set  forth  in  the  moving 
papers  sufficient  to  warrant  the  court  either  in  relieving  the 
defendant  from  his  election  to  supersede  the  garnishee  pro- 
ceedings by  giving  an  undertaking  under  the  statute,  or  for 
dismissing  the  garnishee  proceedings  if  such  relief  had  been 
granted. 

-By  the  Cowrt. —  The  order  appealed  from  is  affirmed. 

Cassodat,  0.  J.  (concurring).  As  I  understand,  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  I  differed  from  the  majority  of  the  court 
in  Eingartner  v.  Illinois  Steel  Co,  94  Wis.  70,  is  not  involved 
in  this  appeal.  On  the  contrary,  the  right  to  maintain  an 
action  *^for  and  against  property  and  rights  of  property  lo- 
cated or  having  a  aitus^^  in  this  state  is  there  conceded  in 
my  opinion.  94  Wis.  83,  84.  That  opinion  has  recently 
been  expressly  sanctioned  by  the  supreme  court  of  Missis- 
sippi, as  stating  "  the  true  ground  for  the  conclusion  reached 
by  the  court  in  Eingartaier's  Cdse.^^  Pullman  Palace  Car 
Co.  V.  Lawrence^  74  Miss.  782. 


Ltlb,  Eespondent,  vs.  Esseb,  Appellant 

December  11, 1897 — January  11, 1898, 

LimitatioTis:  Promissory  notes:  Partial  payments:  Beferenoe^ 

1«  In  an  action  on  a  promissory  note  given  in  1881  in  settlement  of  an 
account  stated,  it  appeared,  among  other  things,  that  between 
that  time  and  1894  defendant  ran  an  open  store  account  with 
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plaintiff,  payments  being  made  from  time  to  time  in  money  and 
prodace,  frequently  when  he  owed  nothing;  that  the  note  was  not 
mentioned  during  such  time;  that  no  specifio  application  of  such 
payments  was  made,  but  the  defendant  instructed  the  plaintiff  to 
give  him  credit  therefor  and  the  latter  credited  them  on  his  books: 
that  in  1893  the  plaintiff  wrote  the  defendant  for  money  without 
specifying  for  what  the  same  was  due:  that  the  defendant  sup- 
posed his  account  was  paid,  but  nevertheless  made  a  payment 
without  applying  the  same;  that  on  March  81,  1803,  defendant 
made  his  last  purchase  of  plaintiff  and  thereafter  there  remained 
a  balance  to  his  credit  on  the  latter*s  books;  that  in  1894  defend- 
ant made  a  further  payment  without  inquiring  as  to  the  condition 
of  his  account  or  making  any  application;  that  thereafter  plaint- 
iff applied  such  balance,  including  such  last  payment,  to  the  pay- 
ment of  interest  on  the  note.  Held,  that  the  note  was  tak^n  out 
of  the  statutes  of  limitation  by  part  payment 
21  The  granting  of  a  reference  in  such  a  case  was  proper,  as  the  trial 
necessarily  required  the  examination  of  a  long  aooounk 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
-county :  R.  G.  Siebecker,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  action  was  commenced  in  justice's  court.  The  com- 
plaint alleges,  in  effect,  that  January  1,  1881,  the  plaintiff 
and  one  F.  W.  Dufrenne  were  copartners  doing  business  as 
merchants  under  the  firm  name  of  Dufrenne  &  Lyle  at  Mid- 
dleton,  and  had  been  for  some  time  prior  thereto;  that  on 
that  day  the  defendant  was  indebted  to  the  firm  on  account 
for  merchandise  in  the  sum  of  $1C0.59,  and  gave  his  note  to 
the  firm  therefor,  payable  one  year  after  date,  with  interest 
at  ten  per  cent,  until  paid ;  that  the  interest  was  paid  thereon 
to  January  1,  1890;  that  payments  had  been  made  thereon 
from  time  to  time  (the  last  being  made  February  7,  1804); 
that  Dufrenne  died  July  18,  1892;  that  the  plaintiff,  as  sur- 
viving partner,  was  the  owner  and  holder  of  the  note;  and 
that  there  was  due  thereon  $200,  for  which  he  prayed  judg- 
ment and  costs.  The  answer  alleged,  in  effect,  that  on  and 
prior  to  January  1,  1883,  the  defendant  delivered  to  the 
firm  property  and  money  in  full  satisfaction,  discharge. 
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accord  and  satisfaction  of  the  note  in  question,  and  also 
pleaded  the  six-years  statute  of  limitations. 

The  cause  having  been  referred  to  a  referee  to  hear,  trj^ 
and  determine,  and  a  trial  having  been  had  before  such 
referee,  at  the  close  thereof  the  referee  found,  as  matters  of 
fact,  in  effect,  that  the  note  was  given  to  balance  a  running 
account,  as  stated  in  the  complaint;  that  the  store  accounts 
between  the  parties  during  1895-96  were  distinct  from  the 
accounts  and  note  involved  in  this  suit,  and  had  been  bal- 
anced, and  were  disregarded;  that  between  January  1, 1881, 
and  February  7,  1894,  no  mention  of  the  note  was  made  by 
either  party  to  the  other,  but  that  after  that  time  the  plaint- 
iff called  the  defendant's  attention  to  the  note;  that  prior 
to  February  7,  1894,  and  after  that  date,  the  defendant  had 
been  asked  for  money  by  the  plaintiff,  without  any  state- 
ment as  to  the  obligation  upon  which  it  was  exacted;  that 
between  January  1,  1881,  and  February  7,  1894,  when  the 
defendant  made  the  last  payment  to  the  plaintiff,  the  defend- 
ant ran  an  open  store  account  with  the  plaintiff,  and  at  vari- 
ous times  between  said  dates  paid  money  to  the  plaintiff 
when  he  owed  nothing  on  his  book  account,  and  received 
credit  therefor  on  the  plaintiff's  books,  without  reference  to 
the  account  or  the  note ;  that  during  that  time  neither  party 
made  any  application  of  such  payments,  except  to  credit  the 
defendant  therefor  on  the  plaintiff's  books;  that  the  defend- 
ant expected  to  pay  both  the  note  and  his  book  account  in 
cash  and  produce;  that,  whenever  the  defendant  paid  cash 
or  delivered  produce  to  the  plaintiff,  he  merely  instructed 
the  plaintiff  to  give  him  credit  for  the  same;  that  in  1893 
the  plaintiff  wrote  to  the  defendant,  asking  for  a  payment 
of  money  without  specifying  for  what  the  same  was  exacted, 
whereupon  the  defendant  made  a  payment  to  the  plaintiff, 
but  made  no  application  of  the  same ;  that  when  the  defend- 
ant received  the  letter  he  supposed  his  account  was  paid; 
that  after  February  7,  1894,  when  the  last  payment  was  so 
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made  by  the  defendant,  the  plaintiff,  for  the  first  time,  made 
application  of  the  balance  then  standing  to  the  defendant's 
credit  by  making  indorsements  of  interest  on  the  note,  and 
by  preparing  a  pass  book  containing  the  charges  of  interest 
on  the  note,  and  also  the  credits  of  payments  made  by  the 
defendant,  including  the  payment  of  February  7, 1894,  which 
pass  book  was  delivered  to  the  defendant ;  that  March  31, 
1893,  the  defendant  made  his  last  purchase  from  the  plaint- 
iff, and,  after  deducting  the  amount  of  the  purchase,  there 
remained  a  considerable  balance  standing  on  the  plaintiff's 
books  to  the  defendant's  credit;  that  February  7,  1894,  the 
defendant  made  a  iurther  payment  of  $20  to  the  plaintiff, 
but  without  any  inquiry  as  to  the  condition  of  his  obliga- 
tions to  the  plaintiff,  or  making  any  application  of  the  pay- 
ment or  of  the  amount  previously  standing  to  his  credit. 

As  conclusions  of  law  the  referee  found,  in  effect,  that  the 
plaintiff,  as  such  surviving  partner,  was  entitled  to  maintain 
this  action;  that  the  plaintiff  had  the  privilege  of  .applying 
the  payment  of  $20  so  made  February  7,  1894,  upon  the 
note,  and  that  the  same  was  thereby  revived  and  renewed, 
so  that  it  became  a  valid,  legal,  and  subsisting  debt  due  from 
the  defendant  to  the  plaintiff;  that  the  plaintiff  was  enti- 
tled to  judgment  on  the  note  against  the  defendant  in  the 
sum  of  $200. 

Upon  application  to  confirm  the  report,  the  court  ordered 
the  referee  to  find  additional  facts.  In  obedience  to  the 
order  the  referee  found,  as  additional  facts,  the  following: 
The  state  of  the  accounts  between  the  parties  at  the  end  of 
each  year  from  January  1, 1881  (leaving  out  of  considera- 
tion the  principal  and  interest  on  the  note),  was  as  therein 
stated  (showing  a  balance  due  the  defendant  at  the  end  of 
each  year  of  from  $72  to  $123.38,  except  January  1,  1883, 
when  there  was  $19.60  due  the  firm).  The  state  of  the  ac- 
counts between  the  parties  at  the  end  of  each  year  from 
January  1, 1881  (taking  into  consideration  the  annual  inter- 
est on  the  note  in  question),  was  as  therein  stated,  in  favor 
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of  the  defendant  for  six  years  between  January  1, 1882,  and 
January  1,  1889,  and  in  favor  of  the  firm  and  the  plaintiff 
for  eight  years  between  January  1,  1883,  and  January  1, 
1895.  The  defendant  never  intended  to  make  the  plaintiff 
a  gift  of  any  money  or  property  referred  to  therein. 

The  court  thereupon  confirmed  the  report  of  the  referee, 
and  ordered  judgment  in  accordance  therewith.  From  the 
judgment  entered  thereon  accordingly  the  defendant  ap- 
peals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Fehlandi  cfc  Wkdani^ 
and  oral  argument  by  C,  E.  Whelan.  They  contended,  infer 
alia^  that  the  taking  of  the  debt  out  of  the  bar  of  the  stat- 
ute must  be  by  intent  of  the  debtor.  The  payment  made 
by  him  must  be  to  the  debt  barred,  and  the  directness  of 
reference  to  the  particular  debt  must  be  apparent.  The 
particular  debt  mustie  in  the  debtor's  mind  when  he  makes 
the  payment,  and  the  payment  must  not  be  won  from  him 
by  subterfuge  or  a  long  series  of  skillful  maneuvers  w^herein 
the  barred  debt  is  not  once  mentioned.  Pritchard  v.  TloweU, 
1  Wis.  131;  Brown  v.  Parker^  28  id.  21;  Walrod  v.  Manson, 
23  id.  393;  Martin  v.  Fox  <&  Wis,  Imp,  Co.  19  id.  552;  Car- 
penter V.  Siatey  41  id.  36 ;  Engmann  v.  Estate  of  Immel^  59 
id.  258;  Tippets  v.  ITeane,  1  Cromp.,  M.  &  R.  252;  Jililh  v. 
Eov)ke8y  5  Bing.  N.  C.  455;  Linsell  v.  JSo?}8or,  2  id.  241; 
Jones  V.  Langhornej  19  Colo.  206;  Lisner  v.  IlitaoUj  95  Ga. 
527;  Tiedeman,  Commercial  Paper,  §  377;  Gage  v,  Dudley^ 
64  N.  n.  271;  Holt  v,  Gage^  60  id.  536,  541;  Livermore  r. 
Bandy  26  id.  90;  Brown  v.  Latham^  58  id.  30;  Pond  v.  Will- 
ianiSy  1  Gray,  630;  Crow  v.  Gleason^  141  N.  Y.  493;  1  Wootl, 
Limitations  (2d  ed.),  271  et  seq,;  Harper  v,  Fairleyy  53  N.  Y. 
442;  Alhro  v.  Figxiera,  60  id.  630;  Austin  v.  McClure,  60 
Yt.  456;  Cleavelandv.  Dinsmorey  59  id.  436;  Boiie  v.  Briggs^ 
id.  450;  Kallenhach  v.  Bickinsony  100  111.  427;  Armistead  v. 
Brooke,  18  Ark.  521. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  hy  Olin  cfe  Butler^ 
and  oral  argument  by  H  Z.  Butler. 


Wis.]  JANUAET  TEEM,  1898,  230 

Lyle  vs.  Esser. 

Oassoday,  C.  J.  The  trial  of  the  issue  of  fact  raised  by 
the  pleadings  necessarily  required  the  examination  of  a  long 
account,  and  hence  there  was  no  error  in  granting  the  refer- 
ence. R.  S.  sec.  2864;  Turner  v.  NaohUheim^  71  Wis.  16; 
SvUm  V.  WegneTy  74  Wis.  347;  Briffgs  v.  ITiles,  79  Wis.  571. 

Our  statutes  provide,  in  effect,  that  no  acknowledgment 
or  promise  shall  be  sufficient  evidence  of  a  new  or  continu- 
ing contract,  whereby  to  take  the  cause  out  of  the  operation 
of  the  statutes  of  limitation,  unless  the  same  be  contained 
in  some  writing  signed  by  the  party  to  be  charged  thereby 
(sec.  4243,  E.  S.);  but  that  nothing  contained  in  that  section 
shall  alter,  take  away,  or  lessen  the  effect  of  a  payment  of 
any  principal  or  interest  made  by  any  person,  but  that  no 
indorsement  or  memorandum  of  any  such  payment,  written 
or  made  upon  any  promissory  note,  bill  of  exchange,  or 
other  writing,  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  holder  thereof,  shall 
be  deemed  sufficient  proof  of  the  payment,  so  as  to  take  the 
case  out  of  the  operation  of  the  statutes  of  limitation.  E.  S. 
sec.  4247. 

Under  these  statutes  it  is  very  manifest  that  no  oral  ac- 
knowledgment or  promise  of  the  debtor  can  operate  to  take 
a  case  out  of  the  statute.  There  is  no  pretense  that  the  de- 
fendant has  ever  given  or  signed  any  such  written  acknowl- 
edgment or  promise.  It  is  also  manifest  from  the  language 
of  the  statute  that  no  indorsement  or  memorandum  of  any 
such  payment,  made  by  the  holder  of  such  instrument  with- 
out the  concurrence  of  the  debtor  and  actual  payment,  can 
operate  to  take  the  case  out  of  the  statute.  It  has  been 
held  that  even  an  indorsement  of  a  part  payment,  in  the 
handwriting  of  the  debtor  but  not  signed  by  him,  will  not 
prevent  the  operation  of  the  statute,  if  no  money  or  valu- 
able consideration  actually  passed  between  the  parties,  even 
if  they  at  the  time  orally  agreed  that  it  should  be  deemed 
a  payment.  JBlanohard  v.  Blanchardy  122  Mass.  558.  But 
under  the  statute  a  part  payment  actually  made  by  the 
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debtor  has  the  same  eJBTect,  as  to  taking  the  case  out  of  the 
statute,  as  a  written  acknowledgment  or  promise  to  pay 
the  debt,  signed  by  the  debtor.  To  have  that  eflFoct,  how- 
ever,  the  debtor  must  make  the  part  payment  on  the  debt 
in  suit.  By  making  such  part  payment  the  debtor  admits 
the  balance  of  the  debt  to  be  due,  and  impliedly  agrees  to 
pay  it.  Tippets  v.  Heane^  1  Cromp.,  M.  &  E.  252;  Waters 
V.  Tompkins,  2  Cromp.,  M.  &  E.  723.  But,  where  there  are 
two  clear  and  undisputed  debts,  the  case  is  not  taken  out  of 
the  statute,  as  to  either  debt,  by  evidence  of  a  part  payment 
within  six  years,  not  specifically  appropriated  to  the  one 
debt  or  the  other.  Burn  v,  Boulton^  52  Eng.  0.  L.  476; 
Pond  V.  WilliamSy  1  Gray,' 630.  So  it  would  seem  that  the 
part  payment,  to  have  the  effect  of  taking  the  case  out  of 
the  statute,  must  be  made  to  the  creditor  or  his  agent,  or  to 
some  one  who  stands  in  the  relation  of  personal  representa- 
tive. Clarlc  V.  Hooper^  10  Bing.  480;  Stamford^  S.  cfe  B, 
Banking  Co.  v.  Smith  [1892],  1  Q.  B.  769.  Such  part  pay- 
ment may  be  shown,  however,  by  any  competent  evidence. 
It  does  not  require  an  express  declaration  of  the  debtor  at 
the  time  of  making  it.  Waters  v.  TompHns,  supra.  This 
court  has  held  that  part  payment  of  a  debt,  after  the  statute 
has  run,  will  have  the  same  effect  as  though  paid  before  the 
statute  had  run.  Engmann  v.  Estate  of  Immd^  59  Wis.  349, 
259. 

Here  it  would  seem  that  the  note  was  given  for  the  stated 
balance  of  the  book  account,  but  the  account  was  continued 
thereafter,  and  payments  credited  thereon,  right  along,  as 
though  no  note  had  been  given.  The  state  of  the  account, 
as  found,  indicates  pretty  clearly  that  the  several  payments 
made  were  intended  by  the  debtor  to  apply  upon  the  note 
as  well  as  the  book  account.  The  defendant  testified  to  the 
effect  that  the  plaintiff  never  asked  him  to  pay  interest  on 
the  note;  that  he  paid  it  on  his  account;  that  the  plaintiff 
told  him  once  that  his  account  was  paid^  except  the  note; 
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that  the  plaintiff  asked  him  for  money,  and  he  always  paid 
on  account,  and  always  told  the  plaintiff  to  give  him  credit 
for  what  he  paid  in ;  that  the  plaintiff  wrote  him  a  letter  (he 
thought,  in  1893)  asking  for  money ;  that  he  then  thought 
his  account  was  all  paid  up;  but  that  he  went  right  after  he 
received  the  letter,  and  paid  the  plaintiff  $30.  The  referee 
was  justified  in  finding  that  the  defendant  never  intended  to 
make  any  gift  to  the  plaintiff.  On  the  contrary,  it  is  ap- 
parent, from  the  dealings  and  all  the  circumstances,  that  the 
plaintiff  exacted  the  money  because  it  was  due  him  on  the 
note,  and  that  the  defendant  made  the  payment  because  he 
knew  he  was  indebted  -to  the  plaintiff  on  the  note.  The 
payment  was  therefor^  made  as  a  part  payment  on  the  note. 
Marshall  v.  Holmes^  68  Wis.  556. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


SoHTJSTKB,  Eespondent,  vs.  Albbeoht,  Appellant,  -gj-^ 

104    681 

December  lly  1897 -^  January  11, 1898,  ~w  241 


Surface  waters:  Percolation:  Rights  of  adjoining  proprietors:  Appeal, 

!•  Findings  of  fact  cannot  be  reviewed  on  appeal  unless  exceptions 
thereto  are  preserved  in  the  bill  of  exceptions. 

2,  The  owner  of  land  on  which  surface  water  accumulates  has  no 
right  to  conduct  the  water  by  an  artificial  channel  to  a  point  on 
his  own  land  in  close  proximity  to  the  line,  where  it  will  inevita^ 
bly  permeate  the  surrounding  soil  and  percolate  through  the  same 
into  his  neighbor's  land,  to  the  permanent  injury  of  the  latter. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
coanty :  K.  G.  Siebecker,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed, 

This  is  an  equitable  action  brought  to  prevent  the  defend- 
ant from  constructing  on  his  own  land,  but  in  immediate 
proximity  to  the  plaintifif's  land,  a  certain  tile  drain,  from 
Vol.  98  — 16 
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which,  it  is  claimed,  large  quantities  of  water  will  percolate 
through  the  soil  into  the  plaintiff's  land,  to  his  injury. 

The  parties  own  adjoining  farms,  a  large  part  of  the  de- 
fendant's land  being  more  than  ten  feet  higher  than  the 
plaintiff's  land.  Where  the  two  farms  join,  the  defendant's 
land  slopes  down  to  the  level  of  the  plaintiff's,  and  there  is 
a  depression,  which  is  swampy  in  wet  seasons,  and  hard  and 
tillable  in  dry  seasons.  This  depression  is  divided  between 
both  farms.  Upon  the  high  part  of  the  defendant's  land, 
and  at  a  distance  of  about  a  quarter  of  a  mile  from  plaint- 
iff's line,  there  is  a  natural  depression ;  and  in  this  depres- 
sion there  is  nearly  always  an  accumulation  of  surface  water, 
forming  a  pond  varying  from  two  oj*  three  to  fifteen  acres 
in  extent,  and  which  has  no  natural  outlet;  and  this  pond 
has  existed  for  many  years  without  drainage.  In  1895  the 
defendant  conceived  the  idea  of  reclaiming  the  soil  under 
said  natural  pond  by  draining  the  same.  His  plan  was  to 
lay  a  drain  some  1,400  feet  in  length,  composed  of  six-inch 
tile  with  loose  joints,  in  a  covered  ditch  several  feet  in  depth, 
running  from  the  pond  in  the  direction  of  the  lower  part  of 
his  own  land  and  approaching  the  plaintiff's  land,  the  near- 
est point  being  somewhere  about  250  feet  from  plaintiff's 
land.  Upon  the  line  of  this  drain  he  proposed  to  construct 
three  wells,  twenty  to  twenty-five  feet  in  depth;  the  idea 
being  that  the  water  would  escape  into  the  surrounding  soil 
through  the  loose  joints  of  the  tile,  and  at  the  wells.  He 
had  constructed  some  1,100  feet  of  this  drain,  and  dug  two 
of  the  wells,  when  this  action  was  brought,  and  a  temporary 
injunctional  order  obtained,  preventing  him  from  continu- 
ing the  ditch  to  its  proposed  terminus,  on  the  ground  that 
the  water  would  reach  and  permanently  injure  the  plaintiff's 
lowlands. 

The  court  found  that,  if  the  ditch  were  completed  as  pro- 
posed by  the  defendant,  the  amount  of  water  to  be  conveyed 
was  so  great,  and  the  slope  of  the  ground  and  the  nature  of 
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the  soil  were  such,  that  the  water  would  percolate  through 
the  soil  to  the  plaintiffs  land,  to  his  injury ;  and  the  injunc^ 
tion  was  made  permanent.  From  this  judgment  the  defend- 
ant appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Fehlcmdt  cfe  Whe- 
Ian,  and  oral  argument  by  0.  E.  Whdan.    They  contended, 
inter  alia,  that  "  the  owner  of  an  estate,  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  or  protecting  its  reasonable  use  and  enjoyment, 
may  obstruct  or  divert  surface  waters  thereon,  and  which 
have   come  down   from   higher  levels,   by  embankments, 
ditches,  drains,  and  culverts  and  other  constructions;  and 
in  doing  so  may  lawfully  hinder  the  natural  flow  of  such 
waters  and  turn  the  same  back  upon  or  off  onto  or  over  the 
lands  of  other  proprietors,  without  liability  for  injuries  en- 
suing from  such  obstruction  or  diversion."    Johnson  v.  C, 
St.  P.,  M.  cfe  0.  R.  Co.  80  Wis.  645;  Parks  v.  JVewiuryport, 
10  Gray,  28 ;  Flagg  v,  Worcester,  13  id.  601 ;  Hoyt  v.  Hudson, 
27  Wis.  664;  Sweet  v.  Cutts,  11  Am.  L.  Eeg.  11;  Gannon  v. 
Eargadon,  10  Allen,  106;  O'Connor  v.  F.  du  Z.,  A.  db  P.  R. 
Co.  52  Wis.  531;  Le^sard  v.  Stram,  62  id.  116;  Case  v.  Bos- 
nian, 72  N.  W.  Eep.  390;  Bates  v.  Smith,  100  Mass.  181; 
Franklin  v.  FisJce,  13  Allen,  211;  Oghurn  v.  Connor,  46  Cal. 
346;   Gray  v.  McWilliams,  98  id.  157;  Jordan  v.  St.  P.,  M. 
d&  M.  R.  Co.  42  Minn.  175,  6  L.  E.  A.  573,  tiote;  O'ConneU 
V.  E,  T.,  V.  &  G.  R.  Co.  13  id.  394;  Lybe's  Appeal,  106  Pa. 
St.  626;  Bowlslyv.  Speer,  31  N.  J.  Law,  351;  Middlesex  Co. 
V.  McCue,  149  Mass.  103;  Upjohn  v.  Board  of  Health  of 
Richmond,  46  Mich.  542;  Fen?iison  v.  Beverly,  146  Mass. 
467;  Peck  v.  Herrington,  109  III.  611;   Giljillin  v.  Schmidt, 
64  Minn.  29;  Sheehan  v.  Flynn,  59  id.  436. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Jones  cfe  Stevens, 
and  oral  argument  by  E.  R.  Stevens.  They  argued,  among 
other  things,  that  at  common  law  there  exists  no  natural 
easement  or  servitude  in  favor  of  the  owner  of  the  superior 
or  higher  grounds  or  fields  for  the  discharge  of  surface 
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waters  accumulating  oa  his  land  upon  the  land  of  the  lower 
proprietor.    The  proprietor  of  the  lower  estate  may,  if  he 
chooses,  lawfully  obstruct  such  waters  and  turn  them  back 
upon  or  on  to  or  over  the  lands  of  other  proprietors,  with- 
out liability  for  injuries  ensuing  from  such  obstruction  or 
diversion.     Hoyt  v.  Iludson^  27  Wis.  666,  659;  Petiigrew  v. 
Evansville^  25  id.  223 ;  Wendlandt  v.  Cavanaugh^  85  id.  256, 
263;  Arimond  v.  Green  Bay  <&  M.  CanaL  Co.  31  id.  316; 
Eulrich  V.  Richter^  37  id.  229;  Spelman  v.  Portage^  41  id. 
148;  0'Conn<yr  v.  F.  du  Z.,  A.  cfe  P.  R.  Co.  52  id.  530;  Han- 
lin  V.  C.  (&  N.  W.  R.  Co.  61  id.  515;   Waters  v.  Bay  View, 
id.  642;  Kaiiffman  v.  Griesemer,  26  Pa.  St.  407,  67  Am.  Dec. 
437;  Nichols  v.  Dissler,  31  K  J.  Law,  461,  86  Am.  Dec.  219; 
Dickinson  v.  Worcester,  7  Allen,  19;  Bassett  v.  Salisbury 
Mfg.  Co.  43  N.  H.  569;  ChatfieU  v.  Wilson,  28  Vt.  49;  Waf- 
fle V.  If.  T.  C.  R.  Co.  58  Barb.  413.    Even  under  the  civil 
law,  and  much  less  under  the  common  law,  the  appellant 
would  not  have  the  right  to  impose  on  the  lower  estate  the 
additional  burden  of  receiving  all  the  surface  water  collected 
in  this  pond  on  his  land,  which  would  naturally  remain  there 
if  not  interfered  with  by  man.    Martin  v.  Jett,  12  La.  501, 
32  Am.  Dec.  120;  Butler  v.  Peck,  16  Ohio  St.  334;  Living- 
stone V.  McDonald,  21  Iowa,  160;   Angell,  Watercourses, 
§§  108(?,  108^',  108X;;  Washburn,  Easements,  355. 

WiNSLow,  J.  The  findings  of  fact  seem  to  be  supported 
•by  the  evidence,  but,  even  if  they  were  not,  there  are  no  ex- 
ceptions to  the  written  findings  preserved  in  the  bill;  hence, 
in  any  event,  they  cannot  be  reviewed. 

It  was  held  by  this  court  in  Petiigrew  v.  Evansville,  25 
Wis.  223,  that  the  owner  of  land  on  which  there  is  a  pond 
or  reservoir  of  surface  water  cannot  lawfull}^  discharge  it, 
through  an  artificial  channel,  directly  upon  the  land  of  an- 
other, greatly  to  his  injury.  As  between  private  individuals, 
where  no  question  of  public  duty  or  authority  is  involved. 
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this  principle  has  not  been  infringed  upon,  but  has  been  re- 
cently reaffirmed  by  this  court.  Wendlandt  v.  Cavanaugh, 
85  Wis.  256.  In  the  present  case  the  owner  of  the  pond  did 
not  propose  to  discharge  the  water  directly  upon  his  neigh- 
bora's  land,  but  proposed  to  conduct  it,  by  an  artificial  chan- 
nel, to  a  point  on  his  own  land  in  close  proximity  to  the  line^ 
where  it  would  inevitably  permeate  the  surrounding  soil 
and  percolate  through  the  same  into  his  neighbor's  land,  and 
permanently  injure  the  same.  "We  perceive  no  logical  dif-» 
ference  between  the  quality  of  the  two  acts.  In  either  case 
there  is  a  permanent  injury  to  his  neighbor's  land,  caused  by 
water  conducted  thereto  by  an  artificial  channel;  and  tho 
injury  caused  by  percolation  artificially  caused  may  easily 
be  as  great,  or  greater,  than  the  injury  caused  by  direct  dis- 
charge in  a  stream.  Gould,  Waters,  §  271, 
By  the  Court. —  Judgment  affirmed. 


Jones  and  others,  Eespondents,  vs.  Alford,  Garnishee,  Ap- 
pellant. 

December  11, 1897— January  11, 1898. 

Voluntary  assignments:  Failure  to  sign  certificate:  Curative  act:  Oar* 

nishment. 

"L  Failure  of  the  court  commissioner  who  approved  the  bond  of  an 
assignee  for  the  benefit  of  creditors  to  sign  the  certificate  required 
by  sec,  1696,  R.  S.,  to  be  indorsed  on  the  copy  of  the  assignment 
deposited  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  circuit  court,  renders  the 
assignment  void  as  to  attacking  creditors,  even  though  the  omis- 
sion was  inadvertent 

2l  "Where  a  voluntary  assignment  was  void  as  to  attacking  creditors 
because  of  a  failure  to  comply  with  a  statutory  requisite,  rights 
of  creditors  which  had  become  fixed  by  judgment  in  garnishment 
proceedings  against  the  assignee  were  not  affected  by  the  subse> 
qnent  passage  of  a  curative  act  (sec.  2,  ch.  834,  Laws  of  1897). 
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fi.  Prior  to  the  making  of  a  voluntary  assignment,  void  as  to  attack- 
ing creditors,  property  of  the  assignor  bad  been  levied  upon  under 
ezecutiona  Before  the  property  was  sold  garnishment  proceed- 
ings were  commenced  -against  the  assignee.  Held,  that  the  as- 
signor's interest  in  the  surplus  arising  from  the  sale  of  such 
property  was  subject  to  garnishment  under  sec.  2786,  R.  B.,  and 
that  the  assignee  was  chargeable  on  account  thereof. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
county:  R.  G.  Siebecker,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

The  defendant  Abbott,  January  17,  1896,  executed  and 
delivered  to  W.  II.  Alford^  the  garnishee  defendant,  an  as- 
signment of  all  his  propert}^  for  the  benefit  of  his  creditors. 
At  the  time  of  making  the  assignment  all  the  personal  prop- 
erty of  the  defendant  Abbott,  not  by  law  exempt,  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  sheriff  of  Dane  county  by  levies  under  cer- 
tain executions  issued  upon  judgments  obtained  in  the  cir- 
cuit court  for  that  county  against  the  defendant  Abbott. 
A  copy  of  said  deed  of  assignment,  with  the  indorsement 
thereon  of  the  consent  of  said  Alford  as  assignee  to  take 
upon  himself  the  faithful  discharge  of  the  trusts  specified  in 
the  assignment,  etc.,  was  filed  as  required  by  law,  together 
with  the  following  indorsement  on  said  assignment: 

"  I  hereby  certify  that  the  within  is  a  true  and  correct  copy 
of  the  original  assignment,  and  of  the  whole  thereof,  made 
by  C.  F.  Abbott  to  W.  R,  Alford,  on  the  17th  day  of  Janu- 
ary, A.  D.  1896,  and  that  the  said  assignee  named  in  said 
original  assignment  did,  in  my  presence,  make  the  indorse- 
ment thereon,  as  required  by  section  1696  of  the  Eevised 
Statutes  of  1878. 

"  Dated  January  17,  1896. 

"  Court  Commissioner, 

"  Dane  county.  Wis." 

Afterwards,  on  the  21st  day  of  January,  1896,  Charles  N. 
Brown,  court  commissioner,  indorsed  upon  the  copy  of  said 
assignment  the  following  certificate:  "I  hereby  certify  that 
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my  signature  above  the  words  *  Court  Commissioner,'  etc., 
at  the  end  of  the  foregoing  certificate,  was  omitted  by  in- 
advertence." The  garnishee,  Alford^  denied  liability,  and 
the  plaintiffs  elected  to  take  issue  on  the  answer. 

The  court  found  that  the  purported  certificate  of  Janu- 
ary 17,  1896,  was  filed  with  the  clerk  of  the  circuit  court, 
and  at  the  same  time  said  Alford  filed  a*bond,  as  assignee, 
conditioned  and  executed  as  by  law  required ;  that  the  officer 
taking  said  bond  was  Charles  jS".  Brown,  court  commissioner, 
and  that  at  the  time  of  the  filing  of  said  copy  of  said  assign- 
ment and  said  bond  he,  the  said  Charles  N.  Brown,  did  not 
indorse,  and  at  the  time  of  the  service  of  the  affidavit  for 
garnishment  and  garnishee  summons  had  not  indorsed,  in 
writing,  on  said  copy  of  such  assignment,  his  certificate  that 
the  same  was  a  true  copy  of  the  original,  and  the  whole 
thereof,  and  that  the  assignee  named  in  said  original  assign- 
ment did  in  his  presence  make  the  indorsement  thereon  as 
required  by  sec.  1696,  K.  S.  1878;  and  that  afterwards,  as 
stated,  another  certificate  was  indorsed  January  21,  1896. 
The  court  further  found  that  at  the  time  of  the  service  of 
the  garnishee  process,  January  17,  1896,  the  said  garnishee 
had  in  his  possession  and  under  his  control  certain  real  estate 
in  Madison,  Wisconsin,  describing  it,  and  the  interest  of  said 
Abbott,  as  heir  at  law  of  Abijah  Abbott,  in  certain  other 
real  estate  in  Trempealeau  county ;  that  at  the  time  afore- 
said the  garnishee  had  personal  property  under  his  control 
and  held  by  him  by  virtue  of  said  assignment,  being  the  per- 
sonal property  conveyed  to  the  said  garnishee  bj^  the  said 
deed  of  assignment,  described  and  set  forth  in  the  inventory 
of  assets  filed  by  him;  that  as  assignee,  under  the  direction 
of  the  court,  he  had  sold  the  interest  of  said  Abbott  in  the 
real  property  in  Madison  for  the  sum  of  $269.10,  and  that  it 
had  been  stipulated  that  the  assignee  might  sell,  under  the 
direction  of  the  court,  the  interest  in  the  lauds  in  Trempea- 
leau county ;  that  the  personal  property  of  said  Abbott,  so 
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seized  and  held  by  the  sheriff  of  Dane  county  under  certain 
executions,  was  sold  under  said  executions,  and  that,  after 
satisfying  them,  there  remained  in  the  hands  of  the  sheriff, 
as  a  part  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  said  personal  prop- 
erty, $405.46,  of  which  amount  $183  had  been  delivered  by 
the  sheriff  to  said  Alford  as  such  assignee,  and  that  said 
sheriff  holds  the  sum  of  $222.46  thereof,  which  belongs  to 
said  TF".  H,  Alford  as  such  assignee,  and  w^hich  he  is  entitled 
to  demand  and  receive;  and  that  said  TF".  IL  Alford^  th& 
garnishee  defendant,  has  no  lien  on  or  interest  in  said  money 
or  property  as  to  the  plaintiffs  in  this  action. 

The  court  held  that  the  assignment  was  illegal  and  void 
as  to  the  plaintiffs,  and  that  said  Alford  was  liable  as  gar- 
nishee to  them  in  the  sum  of  $674.56,  together  with  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sale  of  C.  F.  Abbott's  interest  in  the  land  in 
Trempealeau  county;  and  that  the  plaintiffs  were  entitled 
to  have  said  moneys  and  property,  or  so  much  thereof  as 
might  be  necessary  to  satisfy  the  same,  applied  upon  the 
judgment  in  their  favor  against  the  defendant  0.  F.  Abbott 
for  the  sum  of  $511.54,  damages  and  costs,  which  remained 
wholly  unsatisfied.  Judgment  was  entered  charging  Alford 
as  garnishee  as  aforesaid,  and  that  he  pay  to  the  clerk  of 
the  circuit  court  for  Dane  county  the  said  sum  of  $511.54, 
and  interest  thereon  from  March  21,  1896,  to  be  applied  in 
satisfaction  of  said  judgment,  and  for  costs  against  the  de- 
fendant Alford. 

There  was  no  bill  of  exceptions  in  the  case.  The  only 
question  before  the  court  was  whether  the  pleadings  and 
findings  of  fact  were  sufficient  to  sustain  the  judgment  ren- 
dered. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Fehlandt  da  Whelany 
and  oral  argument  by  J,  C.  Fehlandt  and  C.  E.  Whelan. 
They  contended,  inter  alia^  that  a  debt,  in  order  to  be  sub- 
ject to  garnishment,  must  be  owing  absolutely  at  the  time 
of  the  service  of  the  garnishment  summons;  and  it  is  neces- 
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sary  that  the  garnishee  should  have  the  absolute  and  actual 
possession  or  control  of  the  property  of  the  defendant  in 
order  to  hold  him  liable  therefor.  "Where  the  question 
whether  there  will  be  any  indebtedness,  or  possession  or 
control  of  property,  depends  upon  future  contingencies,  the 
garnishee  cannot  be  held.  Vollrner  v.  C:  c&  N,  W.  R.  Co. 
86  Wis.  305 ;  Foster  v.  Singer,  69  id.  392 ;  Edwards  v,  Itoepke, 
74  id.  575 ;  Dowling  v.  Lancashire  Ins,  Co.  89  id.  96 ;  Smith 
V.  Davis,  1  id.  447;  Kei/es  v.  31.  d&  St.  P.  R.  Co.  25  id.  691 ; 
Smalley  v.  Miller,  71  Iowa,  90;  Godfrey  v.  Macomber,  128- 
Mass.  188;  Grant  v.  Shaw,  16  Mass.  341;  Drake,  Attach- 
ment, §  485;  Shinn,  Attachment  &  Gar.  §  643;  Eood,  Gar- 
nishment, §  52;  8  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  1155,  1157^ 
and  cases  cited.  All  of  the  personal  property  of  the  defend- 
ant, at  the  time  of  the  service  of  the  garnishment  process 
herein,  was  in  the  actual  and  absolute  possession  and  con- 
trol of  the  sheriff  of  Dane  county.  It  was  his  duty  to  sell 
said  property  and  apply  the  proceeds,  if  any,  in  payment  of 
the  judgment  upon  which  execution  issued,  and  whether  any 
portion  of  the  property  so  seized,  or  any  of  the  proceeds  of 
the  sale  thereof,  would  ever  come  into  the  possession  or  con- 
trol of  the  garnishee  depended  entirely  upon  the  amount 
realized  from  said  property  at  sheriflfs  sale. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Lewis,  Briggs  <& 
Dudgeon,  and  oral  argument  by  H.  E.  Briggs.  They  ar- 
gued, among  other  things,  that  the  garnishment  action  was 
a  proceeding  in  rem,  and  by  the  judgment  property  rights 
were  vested  in  the  plaintiffs.  It  is  not  within  the  power  of 
the  legislature,  by  statute,  to  vacate  or  annul  such  judgment, 
nor  did  it  accomplish  such  result  by  the  enactment  of  sec.  2, 
ch.  334,  Laws  of  1897.  State  v.  Atwood,  11  Wis.  422;  State 
V.  Duff,  80  id.  13;  3  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  681,  757,  758; 
Lancaster  v.  Barr;  25  Wis.  560;  Davis  v.  Menasha,  21  id. 
491;  Atkinson  v.  Dunlap,  50  Me.  Ill;  Freeman,  Judgments 
(4th  ed.),  §  90,  and  cases  cited;  Cooley,  Const.  Lim.  (0th 
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ed.),  112;  Freilerg  v.  Singer^  90  Wis.  611;  Dillon  v.  Zinder^ 
56  id.  344. 

PiNNEY,  J.  1.  The  pfficer,  0.  N.  Brown,  court  commis- 
sioner, taking  the  bond  of  the  assignee,  Alford^  did  not  sign 
or  execute  the  certificate  required  by  sec.  1696,  K.  S.,  to  be 
indorsed  on  the  copy  of  the  assignment,  and,  as  found  by 
the  court,  at  the  time  of  the  filing  of  the  said  copy  of  said 
assignment  and  of  the  bond  he  did  not  indorse,  and  at  the 
the  time  of  the  service  of  the  affidavit  for  garnishment  and 
garnishee  summons  he  had  not  indorsed,  on  the  said  copy, 
bis  certificate,  as  required  by  the  statute  (E.  S.  sec.  1696). 
An  unsigned  indorsement  was  not,  in  any  proper  sense,  a 
<;ompliance  with  the  statute,  and  it  is  not  found  that  the  un- 
signed certificate  or  indorsement  had  in  fact  been  indorsed 
on  the  copy  of  the  assignment  by  such  officer.  That  the 
omission  was  inadvertent  can  make  no  difference.  The  ob- 
jection is  substantial  and  fatal  to  the  validity  of  the  assign- 
ment. Fuhrman  v.  JoneSj  68  Wis.  497;  Grever  v.  Culver^  84 
Wis.  295;  German  Am.  Bank  v.  Devlin^  96  Wis.  155.  The 
rights  of  the  parties  were  fixed  and  adjudged  by  the  judg- 
ment in  the  present  cause,  given  before  the  curative  act 
(sec.  2,  ch.  334,  Laws  of  1897)  became  operative,  and  hence 
the  case  does  not  come  within  its  operation.  Freiberg  v. 
Singer,  90  Wis.  611 ;  JDillon  v.  Under,  36  Wis.  344. 

2.  The  circuit  court  held  that  the  garnishee,  Alford,  was 
liable,  as  such,  for  $674.56,  a  sum  clearly  in  excess  of  the 
amount  due  on  the  judgment  of  the  plaintiff.  Of  the  sum  of 
$674.56,  with  which  the  garnishee  was  so  charged,  was  the 
sum  of  $269.10  derived  by  the  assignee  from  the  sale  of  the 
interest  of  the  assignor  in  real  estate  in  Madison,  sold  by  the 
assignee  by  the  direction  of  the  court.  As  the  assignment 
was  void,  the  assignee  held  this  money  for  the  benefit  of  the 
plaintiffs,  as  creditors  of  Abbott,  the  assignor.  The  remain- 
der of  the  said  sura  of  $674.56  consists  of  the  proceeds  of 


Wis.]  JANUAEY  TERM,  1898.  251 

" — — ^ / 

Jones  and  others  vs.  Alford. 

the  sale  of  the  personal  property  of  the  assignor,  Abbott, 
under  the  executions  by  which  the  sheriflf  held  it  at  the  date 
of  the  assignment,  amounting  to  $405.46,  $183  of  which  the 
sheriflf  had  paid  to  the  garnishee,  Alford^  and  $222.46  still 
remained  in  the  hands  of  said  sheriflT,  and  was  found  to  "  be- 
long to  said  Alford  as  such  assignee,  and  which  he  was  en- 
titled to  demand  and  receive;  and  that  the  said  Alford^ 
garnishee,  had  no  lien  or  interest  in  said  money  or  property, 
as  against  the  plaintiflfs."  The  interest  in  real  property  in 
Trempealeau  county  had  not  been  sold. 

By  the  statute  (R.  S.  sec.  2768)  it  is  provided  that  "from 
the  time  of  the  service  of  the  summons  upon  the  garnishee, 
he  shall  stand  liable  to  the  plaintiflf  to  the  amount  of  the 
property,  moneys,  credits  and  eflfects  in  his  possession,  or 
under  his  control,  belonging  to  the  defendant,  or  in  which  he 
shall  he  interested^  to  the  extent  of  his  right  or  interest  therein. 
•  .  .  Any  property,  moneys,  credits  and  eflfects,  held  by  a 
conveyance,  or  title,  void  as  to  the  creditors  of  the  defend- 
ant, shall  be  embraced  in  such  liability."  The  assignment 
from  the  defendant  Abbott  to  the  garnishee  was  valid  and 
operative  as  between  the  parties  to  it,  and  void  only  as  to 
the  plaintiflfs  and  other  attacking  creditors.  As  to  these 
plaintiflfs,  it  was  still  the  personal  property  of  their  debtor, 
Abbott,  and  he  had  an  interest  in  it  which  could  be  taken  on 
execution  or  reached  by  garnishee  process.  Inasmuch  as  the 
assignment  was  void  as  against  the  plaintiflfs  as  creditors  of 
the  defendant,  Alford^  as  assignee  and  garnishee,  held  this 
property  or  its  proceeds  received  by  him  by  a  title  void  as  to 
the  creditors  of  the  defendant  Abbott,  and  he  was  charge- 
able on  account  thereof,  as  such  garnishee,  by  the  plain 
words  of  the  statute.  Full  and  ample  provisions  are  made 
for  the  disposition  of  property  held  by  a  garnishee  under 
circumstances  such  as  are  disclosed  in  the  present  case.  R.  S. 
sec.  2766.  There  was  no  occasion  to  direct  a  sale.  A  sale 
had  already  been  made,  and  the  money,  to  the  amount  with 
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which  the  defendant  AJford  has  been  charged  as  assignee^ 
had  been  in  fact  received  by  him,  and  was  under  his  control, 
and  it  was  necessary  only  that  the  court  should  order  it  to 
be  paid  over  according  to  the  rights  of  the  parties. 

The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  in  accordance  with 
the  substantial  rights  of  the  parties  as  shown  by  the  finding 
of  the  court,  and  there  is  nothing  to  impeach  or  question  the 
correctness  of  such  finding.  It  therefore  supports  the  judg- 
ment. 

By  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


Kraft,  Eespondent,  vs.  The  Crrr  of  Madison,  Appellant. 

December  IS,  1897— January  11, 1893. 

Municipal  corporations:  Failure  of  common  council  to  act  on  claim: 
Remedies:  Election:  Mandamus. 

1.  Under  sec.  25,  subch.  VII,  ch.  86,  Laws  of  1882  (providing  that  no 
action  sbaU  be  maintained  against  the  city  of  Madison  until  the 
claim  on  which  it  is  based  shaU  have  been  first  presented  to  the 
common  council  for  allowance;  and  that  the  determination  of 
the  council  disallowing  the  claim  shall  be  final  and  conclusive  and 
a  complete  bar  to  any  action  founded  thereon,  otherwise  than  by 
appeal),  failure  to  act  on  a  claim  for  five  months  after  its  presen- 
tation constitutes,  presumptively  at  least,  a  waiver  of  the  right  of 
the  city  to  be  exempt  from  an  action  on  the  claim  instituted  in 
the  usual  way. 

%  Although  the  claimant  in  such  case  has  a  remedy  by  mandamuB  to 
compel  the  council  to  act  on  his  claim,  that  remedy  is  not  exclu- 
sive, since  he  might  still  be  put  to  his  appeal  and  the  prosecution 
of  his  claim  in  the  circuit  court.  He  may  therefore  elect  to  bring 
his  action  in  the  usual  way  directly  against  the  city. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane  county : 
E.  G.  SiEBECKEE,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 
The  plaintiff  has  a  claim  against  the  defendant  for  work 


Wis.]  JANUARY  TERM,  1893.  253 

Kraft  va.  The  City  of  Madison. 

done  and  raaterials  furnished  under  a  ^contract  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  sewer.  He  presented  his  claim  to  the  com- 
mon council  of  the  defendant,  for  audit,  on  October  9, 1896. 
It  was  referired  to  the  proper  committee  of  the  council,  and 
has  not  further  been  acted  upon  by  the  common  council.  The 
plaintiff  commenced  this  action,  for  the  recovery  of  the  sura 
claimed,  March  9,  1897.  The  complaint  sets  out  the  facts 
on  which  the  claim  is  based,  its  presentation  to  the  common 
council  for  audit,  its  reference  to  the  proper  committee,  and 
that  no  further  action  has  been  had  thereon  by  the  common 
council.  The  city  demurred  to  the  complaint  on  the  several 
grounds  (1)  that  several  causes  of  action  had  been  improp- 
erly united;  (2)  that  the  complaint  failed  to  state  a  cause 
of  action;  (3)  that  the  court  had  no  jurisdiction,  either  of 
the  cause  of  action  or  of  the  person  of  the  defendant ;  and 
(4)  that  the  plaintiff  has  not  legal  capacity  to  sue.  From 
an  order  overruling  the  demurrer  the  city  appeals. 

John  A.  Aylward^  city  attorney,  for  the  appellant,  con- 
tended, inter  aliaj  that  the  plaintiff  has  mistaken  his  remedy. 
He  should  have  resorted  to  mandamus^  not  to  an  original 
action  in  the  circuit  court.  High,  Extraordinary  Leg.  Rem. 
§§  31, 32, 323,  324,  338, 346, 348 ;  Dillon,  Mun.  Corp.  (4th  ed.), 
§  832;  14  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  179, 183;  People  ex  rel. 
Hunt  V.  Board  of  Supers  of  San  Francisco^  28  Cal.  429 ;  Peo- 
ple ex  rel.  Hasbrouck  v.  Board  of  Supers  of  New  York  Co. 
21  How.  Pr.  322,  327;  People  ex  rel.  Wilson  v.  Sup' rs  of  Al- 
bany ^  12  Johns.  414;  State  ex  rel.  Van  Vliet  v.  Wilson,  17 
Wis.  687,  694;  State  ex  rel.  Child  v.  Smith,  16  id.  631 ;  State 
ex  rel.  Gill  v.  Common  Council  of  Waiertoton,  9  Wis.  254; 
State  ex  rel.  Wolff  v.  SupWs  of  Sheboygan  Co.  29  id.  79;  State 
«»  rel.  Gerke  v.  Board  of  ComrrCrs,  26  Ohio  St.  369;  Merrill, 
Mandamus,  §  225;  People  ex  rel.  Thurston  v.  Town  Auditors 
of  Elmira,  82  N.  Y.  80,  83;  IIull  v.  Supervisors  of  Oneida 
Co.  19  Johns.  259;  Price  v.  Sacramento  Co.  6  Cal.  254;  Tilden 
^.  Supers  of  Sacramento  Co.  41  Cal.  68.     Plaintiff  having 
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treated  the  claim  as  disallowed  should  have  taken  an  appeal 
and  given  his  bond  as  the  charter  requires.  Whether  this 
claim  was  disallowed  or  not,  this  was  his  only  remedy.  Sees. 
25-29,  subch.  VII,  ch.  36,  Laws  of  1882 ;  Vogelv.  Antigo,  8*1  Wis. 
642;  Watson  v,  Appleton^  62  id.  267;  Fleming  v.  AppUiony 
65  id.  90;  Sheel  v.  Appleton^  49  id.  125;  Koch  v.  As/dand,  85 
id.  361 ;  Benton  v.  Milwaukee^  50  id.  368 ;  Drinkwine  v.  Eau 
Claire,  83  id.  428;  West  v.  Eau  Claire,  89  id.  31;  Wright  v. 
Merrimack,  52  id.  466;  Chicago  <&  If.  W.  li.  Co,  v.  Langlade, 
55  id.  116;  Chicago,  M.  do  St.  P.  B.  Co.  v.  State,  53  id.  509; 
Pier  V.  Oneida  Co.  93  id.  463;  Van  Fracken  v.  Ft  Howard, 
88  id.  570. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Jones  cfe  Stevens, 
and  oral  argument  by  B.  W.  Jones.  They  argued,  among 
other  things,  that  where  parties  are  required  by  statute  to 
present  their  claims  for  allowance  to  councils  or  boards  and 
the  latter  neglect  or  refuse  to  act,  the  claimant  may,  after 
waiting  a  reasonable  time,  resort  to  the  courts  of  general 
jurisdiction  to  maintain  his  rights.  Buck  v.  Lockport^  43 
How.  Pr.  361;  Smith  v.  Buffalo,  44  Hun,  156;  Cummings 
V.  Brookhjn,  11  Paige,  596;  Van  Wert  v.  School  Dist.  100 
Mich.  333;  Dundas  v.  Lansing,  75  id.  499;  Whitney  v.  Port 
Huron,  88  id.  268;  Ferguson  v.  Davis  Co.  57  Iowa,  701; 
White  V.  Polk  Co.  17  id.  413.  In  several  of  these  cases  a 
shorter  time  than  five  months  was  held  an  unreasonable 
delay^.  Both  individuals  and  cities  may  waive  provisions  of 
this  character  in  contracts  or  statutes  by  refusing  to  take 
advantage  of  them.  The  genera!  jurisdiction  of  courts  over 
such  actions  is  not  taken  away,  and  the  provisions  are 
waived  unless  the  defendant  promptly  takes  advantage  of 
them  by  demurrer  or  answer.  Benton  v,  Milwaukee,  50 
Wis.  368;  Owens  v.  Milwaukee,  47  id.  461;  Sheets  v.  Apple- 
ton,  49  id.  125;  Sharp  v.  Maudon,  92  id.  629;  and  the  New 
York  cases  cited  above.  If  a  remedy  at  all,  mandamus  is 
not  the  exclusive  remedy.    Sharp  v.  Mauston,  92  Wis.  629; 
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Ouilder  v.  Otsego^  20  Minn.  74;  Apgar  v.  School  DisL  34 
N.  J.  Law,  308;  State  ex  rel.  Tan  Yliet  v,  Wilson^  17  Wis. 
687;  Fox  Lake  v.  Fox  Lake^  62  id.  492;  Buck  v.  Lockpm% 
43  How.  Pr.  361;  Mc Arthur  v.  Troy,  15  N.  T.  Weekly  Dig. 
(1882),  4. 

Kewman,  J.  The  real  point  in  contention  is  whether  tho 
circuit  court  can  get  jurisdiction  of  the  cause  of  action  in 
any  way,  other  than  by  an  appeal  from  an  order  of  the 
common  council  disallowing  the  claim.  The  charter  of  tho 
appellant  provides  (Laws  of  1882,  ch.  36,  subch.  VII,  sec.  25) 
that  no  action  shall  be  maintained  against  the  city  until  the 
claim  on  which  it  is  based  shall  have  been  first  presented  to 
the  common  council  for  allowance.  The  determination  of 
the  common  council  disallowing  the  claim  is  made  finals 
and  a  complete  bar  to  any  action  founded  on  such  claim, 
otherwise  than  by  an  appeal  to  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
county  as  therein  provided.  Sees.  26-28.  The  effect  of  these 
provisions  of  the  charter  is  that  no  action  can  be  maintained 
until  the  claim  on  which  it  is  based  has  been  presented  to 
the  common  council  for  allowance.  If  the  claim  is  allowed, 
'  an  action  upon  it  is  forestalled  and  unnecessary.  If  it  is 
disallowed,  no  action  can  be  instituted  for  its  recovery. 
The  exclusive  remedy  in  that  case  is  the  appeal  provided  by 
the  charter.  So  it  is  always  within  the  power  of  the  com- 
mon council  to  prevent  the  institution  of  an  action  against 
the  city  in  the  usual  way  by  acting  upon  the  claim.  By 
allowance,  it  forestalls  an  action.  By  disallowance,  it  sub- 
stitutes an  appeal  for  the  ordinary  action.  These  restric- 
tions on  the  mode  of  enforcing  claims  against  the  city  are 
of  some  substantial  advantage  to  the  city.  The  claimant, 
to  make  his  appeal  effectual,  must  give  a  bond  to  indemnify 
the  city  against  the  costs  of  the  appeal.  And  so  the  city  is 
protected  against  the  costs  of  defending  against  ill-founded 
or  fictitious  claims.  This  protection  it  can  always  command 
by  proper  action  on  the  claims. 
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But  there  is  no  provision  in  the  charter  for  the  case  of  an 
•entire  omission  of  the  common  council  to  act  upon  the  claim, — 
either  to  allow  or  to  disallow  it.  The  institution  of  an  ac- 
tion in  the  ordinary  way  upon  the  claim  in  that  case  is  not 
expressly  forbidden  by  the  charter.  It  would  seem  that  in 
that  case  the  claimant  should  be  remitted  to  the  ordinary 
remedy  for  the  enforcement  of  his  right;  for  surely  the  or- 
dinary remedies  of  parties  are  not  taken  away,  except  by 
express  prohibition  or  very  plain  implication.  These  pro- 
visions of  the  charter,  being  intended  for  the  benefit  of  the 
city,  can  be  waived  by  it.  No  doubt,  the  common  council 
is  to  be  allowed  a  sufficient  and  reasonable  time  in  which  to 
make  audit  of  the  claim.  It  is  entitled  to  so  much  time  for 
that  purpose  as  is  reasonably  necessary  to  enable  it  fairly  to 
investigate  the  facts  out  of  which  the  claim  arises  and  on 
which  it  rests,  and  to  inform  itself  of  its  justness  and  legal- 
ity. Until  the  expiration  of  such  reasonable  time,  the  city 
should  not  be  subject  to  be  harassed  by  an  action.  But,  by 
omitting  to  act  upon  the  claim  within  such  reasonable  time, 
it  may  fairly  be  deemed  to  waive  the  benefit  of  its  exemp- 
tion from  an  action  instituted  in  the  usual  way.  It  cannot 
by  inaction  stand  oflf  the  claimant  indefinitely. 

It  would  seem  that  the  five  months  which  elapsed  between 
the  presentation  of  the  plaintiflf's  claim  to  the  common  coun- 
cil for  audit  and  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  ac- 
tion was,  at  le2ist  prima  facisy  reasonably  sufficient  to  enable 
the  council  to  properly  investigate  and  audit  the  claim.  So 
it  is  deemed  that  the  complaint  states  facts  which  show,  at 
least  presumptively,  that  the  common  council,  by  inaction, 
had  waived  the  right  of  the  city  to  be  exempt  from  an  ac- 
tion on  the  claim  instituted  in  the  usual  way. 

But  it  is  urged  that  the  claimant  had  a  i*emedy,  by  way 
of  mandamus^  to  compel  the  common  council  to  act  upon  his 
plaira,  and  that  he  was  limited  to  that  remedy.  Doubtless, 
that  remedy  was  open  to  him.  But  that  affords  a  remedy 
only  by  a  circuitous  route.    After  mandumus  had  done  its 
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utmost  office,  it  might  easily  happen  that  he  would  be  no 
nearer  to  his  ultimate  recovery.  He  might  still  be  put  to  his 
appeal  and  a  full  prosecution  of  his  claim  in  the  circuit  court. 
The  law  favors  directness,  rather  than  circuity,  of  action. 
The  plaintiff  was  not  limited  to  the  remedy  by  mandamus. 
He  had  an  election.  It  was  within  his  election  to  bring  his 
action  in  the  usual  way,  directly  against  the  city.  Sharp  v. 
Mauston^  92  Wis.  629. 

By  the  Court, —  The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  affirmed, 
and  the  cause  is  remanded  for  further  proceedings  accord- 
ing to  law. 
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Trustees  of  St.  Clara  Female  Academy  of  Sinsinawa  Mound 
OF  THE  State  of  Wisconsin,  Appellant,  vs.  The  North- 
western National  Insurance  Company  of  Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin,  Respondent.  ^  ^^^  257 

Same,  Respondent,  vs.  Same,  Appellant.  

SahE)  Appellant,  vs.  The  Delaware  Insurance  Company, 

Respondent. 

Same,  Respondent,  vs.  Same,  Appellant. 

Sams,  Appellant,  vs.  The  Milwaukee  Mechanics'  Insurance 

Company  of  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin,  Respondent. 

Same,  Respondent,  vs.  Same,  Appellant. 

Same,  Appellant,  vs.  The  Rookford  Insurance  CoMPAirr  of 

RocKFORD,  Illinois,  Respondent. 

Same,  Respondent,  vs.  Same,  Appellant 

December  IS,  1897— January  11, 1898. 

Inmtrance  against  fire:  "  Unconditional  ownership: "  Waiver:  "  Total 
lo88:*'  Damages:  Attorney f^  fees. 

1.  Where  an  insurance  policy  contains  a  provision  to  the  effect  that  it 
shall  be  void  if  the  title  of  the  assured  to  the  property  covered 
by  the  policy  is  other  than  sole  and  unconditional,  if  the  agent 
who  solicits  the  insurance,  receives  and  transmits  the  application, 
delivers  the  policy,  and  receives  the  premium,  knows  at  the  time 
Vol*  08  — 17 
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of  such  delivery  that  the  title  of  the  assured  is  other  than  sole  and 
un<?onditional,  the  provision  in  that  regard  is  waived ;  and  such  is 
the  case  notwithstanding  the  policy  also  contains  a  provision  pro- 
hibiting the  agent  from  waiving  any  of  its  conditions,  except  in 
writing  thereon  or  attached  thereto. 

2.  Where  such  agent  knows  that  the  interest  of  the  assured  is  otiier 
than  sole  and  unconditional,  and  insures  the  whole  title,  if  the 
assured  has  an  insurable  interest,  the  recovery  on  the  policy  in 
case  of  loss  is  not  affected  by  the  mere  fact  that  another  person 
also  had  an  interest  therein. 

8.  When  a  building  has  been  so  damaged  as  to  lose  its  specific  char- 
acter as  such,  and  it  can  no  longer  be  called  a  building,  then  it  is 
wholly  destroyed  within  the  meaning  of  sec.  1943,  R.  8. 

4  When  the  structure  has  been  destroyed  so  as  to  leave  nothing  but 
badly  damaged  foundation  walls,  it  has  been  wholly  destroyed  as 
a  matter  of  law,  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute  referred  ta 

6b  The  words  "  wholly  destroyed,"  as  used  in  the  statute,  refer  to  the 
thing  insured,  not  solely  its  value. 

6,  If  a  building,  when  in  process  of  construction  under  an  entire  build- 

ing contract  which  provides  that  the  owner  shall  insure  it  in  the 
names  of  the  owner  and  contractor  for  such  sums  from  time  to 
time  as  they  may  agree  upon,  loss,  if  any,  payable  as  their  inter- 
ests shall  appear,  be  insured  by  such  owner  in  his  own  name  alone, 
but  for  a  sum  intended  to  cover  the  entire  property,  no  agreement 
having  been  made  with  the  contractor  under  the  terms  of  the  con- 
tract, and  it  be  destroyed  and  thereafter  rebuilt  by  such  contractor, 
the  amount  recoverable  on  the  policies  cannot  be  diminished: 

(a)  From  the  mere  fact  of  such  restoration; 

(b)  In  any  event,  unless  the  facts  showing  such  restoration  solely 
under  the  terms  of  the  building  contract  are  pleaded  as  a  defense 
and  established  by  evidence; 

(c)  From  the  fact  that  some  other  person  whom  the  assured  liad  a 
right  to  represent  had  an  interest  in  the  property. 

7.  Where  separate  judgments  are  rendered  against  insurance  com- 

panies joined  as  defendants,  whether  originally  so  joined  or  there- 
after by  a  consolidation  of  actions  separately  brought,  the  attor- 
ney's fees  recoverable  against  each  such  defendant  are  limited  to 
$20  under  ch.  2^5,  Laws  of  189a 
[Syllabus  by  Marshall  J.] 

Appeals  from  judgments  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
county:  K.  G.  Siebeokejb,  Circuit  Judge.  Affirmed  in  part; 
reversed  in  part. 
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Plaintiffs,  while  their  building  was  in  process  of  construc- 
tion by  a  contractor  under  an  entire  contract  which  contained 
a  provision  requiring  the  owners  to  insure  such  building  dur- 
ing its  construction  for  the  protection  of  the  contractor,  in 
such  sums,  from  time  to  time,  as  the  owner  and  the  con- 
tractor might  agree  upon,  and  before  any  part  of  t^e  build 
ing  had  been  accepted  except  the  substructure,  applied  to  de- 
fendants' agent  for  insurance  thereon.  The  agent  knew  that 
the  building  was  being  constructed  under  contract,  and  sug- 
gested that  the  completed  building  should  carry  insurance 
to  the  aniount  of  $25,000,  and  that  $15,000  of  insurance  be 
placed  on  it  in  the  condition  it  then  was.  The  whole  matter 
of  placing  the  insurance  was  then  left  with  the  agent,  by 
whom  the  property  was  insured  under  five  policies,  one  of 
which  was  issued  by  each  of  the  companies  mentioned  at 
the  head  of  this  statement,  the  aggregate  amount  of  the 
insurance  being  $15,000.  Thereafter,  and  when  the  policies 
were  in  force  and  the  building  still  in  process  of  construc- 
tion and  the  relations  between  plaintiffs  and  the  contractor 
substantially  the  same  as  when  the  policies  were  issued,  the 
building  was  totally  destroyed  by  fire,  unless  there  be  some 
question  as  to  total  destruction  by  reason  of  there  being 
salvage  allowed  on  the  basement.  The  amount  paid  for  tho 
basement  was  $3,500 ;  $6,000  additional  had  been  paid  to 
the  contractor  on  the  building.  The  proofs  of  loss  contained 
a  copy  of  the  contract  with  McAlpine,  the.  builder,  and  par- 
ticular reference  was  made  therein  to  the  clause  which  re- 
quired the  owners  to  insure  the  property  in  their  names  and 
that  of  the  contractor,  for  such  sum  as  should  be  agreed 
upon  from  time  to  time,  to  cover  the  labor  and  material  in- 
corporated into  the  building,  loss,  if  any,  payable  to  the  par- 
ties as  their  interests  might  appear.  The  proofs  further  set 
forth  that  McAlpine  had  an  interest  in  the  building  at  the 
time  of  the  fire,  under  the  building  contract.  A  separate 
action  was  brought  against  each  of  the  insurance  companies 
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.above  named,  in  which  McAlpine  was  joined  as  a  defendant. 
The  fifth  insurance  company  settled  with  the  plaintiffs.  Such 
proceedings  were  had  in  the  four  actions  that  they  were  con- 
solidated under  the  statute,  and  the  same  was  dismissed  as 
to  McAlpine,  it  appearing  that  he  had  no  right  of  action 
against  the  companies.  There  was  no  question  on  the  trial 
but  that  the  foundation  of  the  building  was  the  only  part 
accepted  by  the  plaintiffs  before  the  fire,  and  that  $6,000 
was  all  that  had  been  paid  to  such  contractor  in  addition  to 
payment  for  the  basement.  The  evidence  was  conclusive 
also  that  the  loss  on  the  basement  was  $1,926;  that  the  loss 
on  the  entire  building  exceeded  the  face  of  the  policies. 

The  court  decided,  at  the  close  of  the  evidence,  that  all 
the  questions  of  fact  were  established  beyond  controversy, 
leaving  only  questions  of  law  to  be  determined  in  the  case, 
and  thereupon  decided  that  the  interest  of  the  plaintiffs  in 
the  building  at  the  time  of  the  fire,  measured  by  the  cost  of 
the  basement  and  that  which  had  been  paid  on  the  super- 
structure, less  the  salvage  on  the  basement  and  a  propor- 
tional amount  paid  by  the  fifth  insurance  company  that  had 
^  settled,  was  the  limit  of  the  amount  to  be  recovered  of  the 
other  four  insurance  companies,  to  be  divided  between  them 
in  proportion  to  the  face  of  their  policies,  and  on  that  basis 
directed  verdicts  as  follows:  Against  the  Northwestern 
National  Insurance  Company  for  $2,592.18,  with  interest 
thereon  from  February  16,  1894,  and  against  each  of  the 
other  insurance  companies  for  $1,296.09,  with  like  interest. 
Separate  verdicts  were  returned  accordingly.  Plaintiffs 
moved  the  court  to  direct  a  verdict  in  their  favor  against 
each  of  the  companies  for  the  full  amount  of  the  policies, 
which  was  denied.  Other  motions  were  made  by  plaintiffs 
and  by  the  several  defendants,  by  their  respective  attorneys, 
which  were  denied,  and  due  exceptions  taken  so  as  to  pre- 
sent here  all  the  questions  discussed  in  the  opinion.  Judg- 
ments were  thereupon  rendered  against  each  of  the  defend- 
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ants  in  accordance  with  the  verdicts.  An  appeal  was  taken 
by  the  plaintiffs  from  each  judgment,  and  a  separate  appeal 
was  also  taken  by  each  of  the  defendants. 

For  the  plaintiffs  there  were  briefs  by  Basliford,  Aylward 
&  Spenaleyy  and  oral  argument  by  H.  M.  Bashford  and  J,  A. 
Aylward.  They  argued,  among  other  things,  that  the  iden- 
tity of  the  building  was  destroyed.  The  loss  was  therefore 
total,  or  at  least  the  question  should  have  been  submitted 
to  the  jury.  Lindner  v.  St.  Paul  F.  <&  M.  Ins.  Co.  93  Wis. 
526,  532;  Dick  v.  Equitable  F.  &  M.  Ins.  Co.  92  id.  46,  54; 
SeyJc  V.  Miller^  Nat.  Ins.  Co.  74  id.  67;  Uai^nman  v.  Queers 
Ins.  Co.  49  id.  72,  85;  Williams  v.  Hartford  lis.  Co,  54  Cal. 
450;  Oshkosh  P,  cfe  P.  Co.  v.  Mercantile  Ins.  Co.  31  Fed. 
Kep.  200;  Hamburg-Bremen  F.  Ins.  Co.  v.  Garlington^  66 
Tex.  103;  1  Wood,  Fire  Ins.  §  107.  The  plaintiffs  had  an  in- 
surable interest  in  the  property  at  the  time  the  policies  were 
issued,  and  at  the  time  of  the  loss.  Sawyer  v.  Dodge  Co.  M. 
Ins.  Co.  37  Wis.  503,  539,  540,  546;  Appleton  Iron  Co.  v. 
British  Am.  Ass.  Co.  46  id.  23 ;  Johannes  v.  Phenix  Ins.  Co. 
66  id.  50;  Hooper  v.  Robinson^  98  U.  S.  528;  Harrison  v. 
Fortlagey  161  id.  57,  65.  Liability  to  others  for  destruction 
of  the  property  confers  insurable  interest.  1  Wood,  Fire  Ins. 
§§  282,  296;  Berry  v.  Am.  Cent.  Ins.  Co.  132  K  Y.  49;  Fast- 
em  P.  Co.  V.  Belief  F.  Bis.  Co.  105  iTass.  570;  Pussell  v. 
Unio7i  Ins.  Co.  4  Dall.  421;  Wheeler  v.  Ins.  Co.  101  U.  S. 
439;  Brugger  v.  State  I.  Ins.  Co.  5  Sawyer,  304.  If  the 
plaintiffs  had  an  insurable  interest  the  fact  that  some  other 
person  may  be  equally  entitled  to  the  insurance  will  not  af- 
fect the  liability  of  the  defendants.  1  Wood,  Fire  Ins.  §§  278, 
299;  BicTcnell  v.  Lancaster  C.  ib  C.  F.  Ins.  Co.  58  If.  Y.  677; 
Insurance  Co.  v.  Chase,  5  Wall.  509;  Wari7ig  v.  Indem7uty 
F.  Ins.  Co.  45  K  Y.  606;  Sturm  v.  Atlantic  3L  Ins.  Co.  63 
id.  77;  Home  Ins.  Co.  v.  Baltimore  W.  Co.  93  U.  S.  527; 
Ph(Bnix  Ins.  Co.  v.  Erie  (&  W.  Transp.  Co.  117  id.  312;  Cali- 
fornia Ins.  Co.  V.  Union  C.  Co.  133  id.  387,     The  fact  that 
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the  amount  of  loss  has  been  received  from  another  does  not, 
in  all  cases,  defeat  a  recovery  from  the  insurance  company, 
unless  the  payment  arises  from  contract,  to  the  benefit  of 
which  the  insurer  can  properly  make  claim,  and  unless  such 
claim  is  seasonably  asserted."  4  Joyce,  Ins.  §  3742;  Peoples 
Ins,  Co,  V.  St7'aehley2  Cin.  Super.  Ct.  (Ohio),  186;  Commer- 
cial  TJ.  Ass,  Co,  v,  ScaminoUy  126  111.  355;  Niagara  F,  Ins. 
Go,  V,  Scammon^  144  id.  490;  Commercial  U,  Ass,  Co.  r. 
Scammon^  id.  506;  Commercial  U,  Ass,  Co,  v,  Soammon^  133 
id.  627;  West  of  Eng,  F,  Ins,  Co,  v,  Isaacs  [1897],  L.R.  1 
Q.  B.  226. 

27".  W,  Chynoweih^  for  the  defendants,  contended,  inter  aHa^ 
that  the  contention  of  the  plaintiffs  amounts  to  this,  that, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  they  have  received  full  indem- 
nification from  the  contractor,  by  virtue  of  the  liability  he 
was  under  to  them  by  reason  of  the  contract  between  them, 
they  are  entitled  to  indemnification  a  second  time  by  a  recov- 
ery on  these  policies.  The  fundamental  principles  governing 
contracts  of  insurance  are  in  the  teeth  of  such  contention.  A 
policy  of  fire  insurance  is  a  contract  of  indemnity.  Johannes 
V,  Phenix  his,  Co,  (S^  Wis.  50,  and  case  cited.  Where  there 
is  a  contract  of  indemnity  and  a  loss  happens,  anything 
which  reduces  or  diminishes  that  loss  reduces  or  diminishes 
the  amount  which  the  indemnifier  is  bound  to  pay.  Bum- 
and  V,  Rodocanaclii^  Sons  tfc  Co,  7  App.  Cas.  333,  339;  Cos- 
tellain.  v,  Preston,  11  Q.  B.  Div.  380;  Chicago,  St,  L.  ct  N.  O, 
li,  Co,  V,  Pullman  Southern  Car  Co.  139  U.  S.  79,  SS;  Flan- 
nagan  v,  Camden  Mut,  F.  Ins.  Co.  25  K.  J.  Law,  506;  Pcniz 
V.  yFtna  F,  Ins,  Co,  9  Paige,  568;  Carpenter  v.  Providence 
Washington  Ins,  Co,  16  Pet.  503;  Franliin  F,  Ins,  Co,  v. 
Ilamill,  6  Gill  (Md.),  87;  Illinois  Mut.  F.  Lis.  Co.  v,  Andes 
Ins,  Co.  67  111.  362;  Security  Ins,  Co.  v.  Farrell,?  Ins.  L.  J. 
302;  United  Ins.  Co,  v.  Polinson,  2  Caines,  280;  May,  Ins. 
§§  2,  7,  456(z;  Porter,  Ins.  1,  2,  221;  Wood,  Fire  Ins.  §§  117, 
i>02,  503;  Fricniansdorfv,  Wateriown  lis,  Co.  9  Biss.  167;  4 
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Joyce,  Ins.  §  3541 ;  Dilling  v.  Draemel^  30  N.  T.  St.  Eep.  435 ; 
Sheldon,  Subrogation,  §222;  Atlantic  Ins,  Co.v,  StorroWy& 
Paige,  285 ;  Carsiairs  v.  Mechanics'  <£  T,  Ins,  Co.  18  Fed.  Rep. 
473;  Com7ne7*cial  JJ,  Ass,  Co.  v.  listey*^  L.  E.  9  Ch.  App. 
483;  Smidmore  v.  Australian  G.  L.  Co.  2  N.  S.  W.  219. 

For  the  defendant  Delaware  Ins.  Co.  there  were  briefs  by 
F.  J.  &  C.  F.  Lavrib^  and  oral  argument  by  F.  J.  Lainb. 
They  contended,  intei'  alia^  that  Mc Alpine  was  owner  of  and 
bad  ownership  in  the  structure  above  the  basement  until 
completed  and  ready  for  delivery.  Marshall  v.  Pearce^  34 
La.  Ann.  559 ;  Goodman  v.  Baerlocher^  88  Wis.  287 ;  Tomjh 
kins  V.  Dudley^  25  N.  Y.  272 ;  Mucklow  v.  Mangles^  1  Taunt. 
318;  Merritt  v.  Johnson^  7  Johns.  473;  Andrews  v.  Durante 
11  N.  T.  35;  Adams  v.  Nichols^  19  Pick.  275;  Gushing  v. 
Williamsburg  C.  I.  Ins.  Co.  4  Wash.  538.  The  policy  can- 
not be  extended  to  cover  any  interest  of  McAlpine,  or  other 
interest  of  the  sisters  than  sole  and  unconditional  owner- 
ship, because  by  its  express  provisions  any  such  interest,  if 
established,  would  avoid  the  policy. 

Marshall,  J.  f  he  questions  presented  on  these  appeals 
are:  (1)  Were  the  policies  void  because  of  a  breach  of  the 
condition  in  respect  to  the  title  of  the  assured  being  sole  and 
unconditional?  (2)  If  the  condition  in  that  regard  was 
waived,  did  the  policies  cover  the  entire  building,  or  only 
the  interest  of  the  plaintiffs?  (3)  What  is  the  amount  for 
which  the  defendants  were  liable  under  the  policies?  (4)  Has 
such  amount  been  diminished  by  the  completion  of  the  build- 
ing by  the  contractor  under  his  obligation  so  to  do?  (5)  Did 
the  court  err  in  not  limiting  the  attorney's  fees  taxed  and 
included  in  each  judgment  to  $20?  These  questions  will  be 
considered  in  their  order. 

1.  No  question  is  raised  but  that  H.  B.  Hobbins,  who  took 
the  application  for  the  insurance,  received  the  premiums,  and 
delivered  the  policies,  was  the  agent  of  defendants  within 
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the  meaning  of  sec.  1977,  E.  S.,  and  competent  at  the  time 
the  policies  were  delivered  to  waive  the  condition  therein  ia 
respect  to  title,  notwithstanding  the  clause  prohibiting  any 
waiver  of  the  conditions  or  provisions  of  the  policies  except 
in  writing  thereon  or  attached  thereto.  The  law  in  that  re- 
gard is  firmly  established,  and  nowhere  more  so  than  by  the 
decisions  of  this  court.  Jienier  v.  Dwelling  House  Ins.  Co. 
74  "Wis.  89;  Ooss  v.  Agricultural  Ins.  Co.  92  Wis.  233 ;  Carey 
V.  German  Am,  Ins,  Co.  84  Wis.  80 ;  Doioling  v.  lancashire 
Ins,  Co.  92  Wis.  63.  Such  decisions,  and  numerous  others, 
are  to  the  efifect  that  if  the  agent  delivers  a  policy  of  insur- 
ance and  receives  the  premium,  with  knowledge  that  the  title 
to  the  property  insured  is  other  than  sole  and  unconditional, 
it  is  in  effect  the  act  of  the  company  and  constitutes  an  effect- 
ual waiver  of  the  conditions  in  that  regard.  Such  cases  rule 
this,  as  there  is  no  reasonable  controversy  but  that  Hobbins 
knew  substantially  all  the  facts  in  regard  to  the  interest  of 
the  contractor,  McAlpine,  in  the  building,  which  is  the  only 
interest  claimed  to  have  existed  in  breach  of  the  condition 
under  consideration.  True,  there  is  no  direct  evidence  that 
Hobbins  knew  the  exact  terras  of  the  building  contract,  but 
be  knew  that  the  construction  of  the  building  was  going  on 
under  contract  with  McAlpine,  and  advised  plaintiffs  to  in- 
sure it  to  the  full  amount  of  $15,000,  because,  as  he  said, 
he  did  not  know  McAlpine.  There  is  no  reasonable  explana- 
tion of  this  other  than  that  the  agent  assumed  that  the  con- 
tract was  entire,  but  that,  in  his  judgment,  plaintiffs  should 
insure  the  building  in  their  own  names  for  all  it  would  carry, 
for  their  protection,  independent  of  the  liability,  of  the  con- 
tractor, "  because  he  (Hobbins)  did  not  know  him."  That 
shows,  if  it  shows  anything,  that  the  agent  knew  that  the 
contractor  had  a  builder's  interest  in  the  structure,  and  that 
his  opinion  in  that  regard  would  not  have  been  more  definite 
if  he  had  seen  and  read  the  contract.  The  trial  court  was 
right  in  considering  such  facts  established  conclusively  by 
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the  evidence,  and  holding  the  policies  binding  on  defendants^ 
freed  from  the  condition  in  respect  to  the  title. 

2.  The  question  of  whether  the  whole  building  was  in- 
sured, or  only  the  interest  of  plaintiflfs,  is  practically  answered 
by  what  has  preceded.  The  claim  that  the  intention  was  to 
insure  only  that  part  of  the  building  which  had  been  ac- 
cepted, that  is,  the  foundation,  is  without  any  evidence  or 
a  single  circumstance  in  the  case  to  support  it,  except  the 
testimony  of  the  agfent  Hobbins  that  he  was  not  requested, 
and  did  not  intend,  to  insure  the  builder's  interest.  'That 
was  his  conclusion,  which  counts  for  nothing  in  the  case  as 
against  what  was  actually  said  and  done.  He  testified  that 
the  plaintiflfs  applied  for  $20,000  of  insurance ;  that  he  in- 
fluenced them  to  make  it  $25,000;  that  he  inquired  who  the 
contractor  was,  and  on  being  informed  in  that  regard  said 
he  did  not  know  him  and  would  advise  plaintiffs  to  insure 
the  building  then;  that  his  language  was:  "I  told  them  I 
would  bind  that  amount  of  insurance  on  the  building  in  the 
condition  it  then  was;"  that  thereupon  the  whole  matter 
was  left  to  him,  and  he  placed  the  $15,000  of  insurance  and 
agreed  to  place  $10,000  additional  when  the  building  was 
nearer  completion.  In  view  of  that  evidence,  the  fact  stands 
out  prominently  and  beyond  reasonable  dispute  that  Hob- 
bins  and  plaintiffs  intended  to  insure  the  entire  building  at 
a  valuation  of  $15,000  as  it  stood  when  the  policies  were 
issued. 

3.  On  the  question  of  whether  the  building  was  wholly 
destroyed,  the  evidence  appears  to  be  quite  as  conclusive  as 
on  the  other  questions  discussed.  It  was  practically  anni- 
hilated down  to  the  foundation,  and  that  was  so  injured  that 
about  half  of  the  original  cost  was  required  to  put  it  in  shape 
for  use  again.  A  considerable  portion  of  it  had  to  be  re- 
moved down  to  the  footing  stones,  and  the  balance  required 
extensive  repairs.  As  a  matter  of  law  that  was  a  total  de- 
struction of  the  building  within  the  meaning  of  sec.  1943, 
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E.  S,,  which  provides  that  when  real  property,  covered  by 
insurance,  "  shall  be  wholly  destroyed,  .  .  .  the  amonnt 
of  the  insurance  written  in  such  policy  shall  be  taken  con- 
clusively to  be  the  true  value  of  the  property  when  insured, 
and  the  true  amounl  of  loss  and  measure  of  damages  when 
destroyed."  That  statute  has  been  several  times  construed 
heretofore,  and  most  recently  in  Lindner  v.  St.  Paid  F.  & 
M,  Ins,  Co.  D3  Wis.  626,  where  it  was  hel(},  in  effect,  that 
total  loss  under  the  statute  does  not  mean  that  the  material 
of  which  the  building  is  composed  shall  be  annihilated  or 
reduced  to  a  shapeless  mass;  that  when  the  identity  of  the 
structure  as  a  building  is  destroyed,  so  that  its  specific  char- 
acter as  such  no  Ibnger  remains  and  there  is  nothing  left  but 
the  cellar  walls  and  a  dilapidated  foundation,  the  loss  is  total 
within  the  meaning  of  the  statute.  There  are  many  author- 
ities elsewhere  to  the  same  effect,  and  it  is  so  laid  down  by 
standard  text  writers. 

In  May,  Ins.  §  421a,  it  is  said  that  '  total  loss  exists  when 
the  building  has  lost  its  identity  as  such,  so  that  it  cannot 
be  designated  as  a  building,  though  some  part  of  it  may  yet 
be  standing.'  In  namhurg- Bremen  F.  Ins,  Co.  v.  Garlington^ 
^()  Tex.  103,  it  was  said,  in  effect,  that  total  loss  does  not 
mean  an  absolute  extinction  of  the  building;  that  the  test 
is  whether  the  building  has  lost  its  identity  and  specific 
character,  so  that  it  can  be  no  longer  called  a  building.  To 
the  same  effect  are  Williams  v.  Hartford  Ins.  Co.  54  Cal. 
450,  Beach,  Ins.  §  1291,  and  Wood,  Fire  Ins.  §  107.  In  OsKkosTi 
Packing  &  Provision  Co.  v.  Mercantile  Ins.  Co..  81  Fed.  Rep. 
200,  the  term  "  wholly  destroyed,"  as  used  in  our  statute, 
was  considered  and  construed  as  not  meaning  more  than 
such  destruction  of  the  building  as  that,  though  some  part 
still  remains  standing,  it  cannot  be  longer  designated  as  a 
building.  Evidently,  from  the  report  of  the  case,  some  part 
of  the  building  covered  by  the  policy  under  consideration 
was  left  standing  after  the  fire;  yet,  as  there  was  no  con- 
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troversy  but  that  such  part  was  not  sufficient  to  constitute, 
in  any  sense,  a  building,  the  court  held  as  a  matter  of  law 
that  such  building  was  wholly  destroyed  and  the  loss  total. 
There  are  authorities  to  the  effect  that  if  there  is  any 
part  of  the  building  left,  worth  more  in  place  than  the  cost 
of  removing  it,  the  destruction  is  not  complete  within  the 
meaning  of  valued  policy  statutes.  In  Ostrander's  work  on 
Fire  Insurance  [2d  ed.,  §  310]  and  in  an  article  on  the  sub- 
ject found  in  33  Cent.  L.  J.  319,  written  by  a  prominent 
member  of  the  bar  of  thi^  court,  it  is  contended  that  snch  is 
the  correct  construction  of  our  statute,  and  that  this  court 
has  impliedly,  if  not  directly,  so  held,  and  referred  the  words 
"  totally  destroyed  "  to  the  value  of  the  thing  insured  in- 
stead of  the  thing  itself.  It  is  not  considered  that  there  is 
any  legitimate  warrant  for  such  view  in  anything  said  by 
the  court  in  its  published  opinions.  In  Harriman  v.  Queen 
Lis.  Co,  49  Wis.  71,  where  the  building  was  destroyed  down 
to  the  foundation,  and  that  was  injured  so  as  not  to  be  in  a 
suitable  condition  for  use  in  a  new  building,  the  court  said, 
the  destruction,  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute,  was 
total,  but  declined  to  lay  down  any  rule  applicable  to  other 
cases,  and  did  not  place  the  decision  on  the  theory  that  the 
destruction  contemplated  by  the  statute  was  solely  that  of 
value.  In  Seyh  v.  Miller i  Nat  Ins.  Co,  74  Wis.  67,  while 
it  was  stated  that  there  was  no  part  of  the  building  left 
standing,  of  any  value,  the  decision  that  the  destruction  was 
total  was  placed  on  the  ground  that  the  identity  of  the  thing 
insulted  was  so  far  annihilated  that  it  no  longer  existed  as  a 
building.  The  authority  referred  to  and  approved  was  Wood, 
Fire  Ins.,  supra,  to  which  one  of  the  cases  cited  is  Harriman. 
V.  Qu^en  Ins.  Co.,  supra.  The  text  writer  says :  "  Loss  is  total 
within  the  meaning  of  the  term  when  the  identity  and  spe- 
<;ific  character  of  the  thing  insured  is  destroyed,  although 
there  is  not  an  absolute  extinction  of  the  parts."  As  best 
illustrating  the  rule,  Judah  v.  Randal,  2  Caines,  Cas.  324, 
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is  cited,  where  the  property  insured  was  a  carriage.  It  was 
all  destroyed  but  the  wheels.  The  court  held  that  the  de- 
struction was  complete  as  applied  to  the  specific  thing 
insured,  the  carriage.  That  was  followed  in  Lindner  v.  St. 
Paul  F,  db  M.  Ins,  Co,  93  Wis.  526,  as  the  settled  doctrine 
of  this  court.  Our  statute  deals  with  the  specific  thing  in- 
sured, not  solely  the  value.  Its  purpose  was  not  only  to 
prevent  frauds  by  overinsurance,  but  to  remove  the  temp- 
tation, on  the  part  of  insurance  companies,  to  demand  and 
secure  settlements  for  losses  for  less  than  the  amounts 
called  for  by  the  contracts  of  insurance,  where  the  struct- 
ures insured  have  been,  as  such,  substantially  destroyed. 
To  hold  that,  notwithstanding  the  statute,  salvage  can  be 
claimed  for  any  value  left  after  a  fire,  even  down  to  the 
footing  stones  of  foundation  walls,  would  be  contrary  to  the 
uniform  holding  of  this  court  on  the  subject,  and  of  courts 
elsewhere  under  similar  statutes,  and  would  render  the  stat- 
ute ineflfectual  to  accomplish  what  it  was  designed  to  ac- 
complish. 

It  follows  from  the  foregoing  that  the  evidence  in  this 
case  establishes  conclusively  a  case  of  total  destruction  of 
the  building  within  the  meaning  of  our  statute;  hence  that 
the  amount  named  in  the  policies  of  insurance  correctly 
measured  the  plaintiffs'  damages  at  the  time  of  the  fire. 

4.  But  it  is  said  the  policies  of  insurance  were  contracts 
of  indemnity,  and  as  the  builder,  McAlpine,  was  bound  to 
reconstruct  the  building  after  the  fire,  and  did  so,  plaintiff's 
were  fully  indemnified  except  as  to  the  jfoundation,  which 
was  accepted  before  the  policies  were  issued,  and  cannot  re- 
cover in  excess  of  the  loss  for  which  indemnity  has  not  been 
received.    The  weakness  of  this  contention  is  threefold: 

(a)  The  mere  fact  that  the  building  was  restored  by  the 
contractor  does  not  show  that  such  restoration  was  pursu- 
ant to  the  obligation  of  the  building  contract,  independent 
of  any  claim  for  indemnity  by  the  contractor  against  the 
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plaintiffs  on  account  of  the  insurance  clause  iu  such  contract, 
and  the  insurance  of  the  building  by  them  for  an  amount 
sufficient  to  cover  the  entire  title  thereto,  including  the  in- 
terest of  plaintiffs  and  such  contractor.  It  was  as  compe- 
tent for  the  builder  to  waive  the  provision  that  the  insurance 
should  be  in  his  and  the  owners'  names,  loss  payable  to  the 
parties  as  their  interests  might  appear,  as  it  was  for  the  de- 
fendants to  waive  the  condition  of  the  policies  against  sole 
and  unconditional  ownership.  Again,  it  was  competent  for 
plaintiffs  to  insure  the  whole  building  in  their  own  names 
by  the  consent  of  the  builder,  notwithstanding  the  terms  of 
the  building  contract  provided  otherwise,  and  such  consent 
could  have  been  given  expressly  or  by  implication.  So  the 
whole  question  between  the  plaintiffs  and  the  builder,  Mo- 
Alpine,  so  far  as  appears  from  any  proof  in  the  case,  is  open. 

(b)  If  the  plaintiffs  were  indemnified  by  their  contractor 
under  his  obligation  to  complete  the  building,  and  the  defend- 
ants desired  to  rely  upon  that  fact  to  reduce  the  damages 
otherwise  recoverable  under  the  policies,  they  should  have 
set  up  such  facts  in  the  answers  as  a  defense,  and  established 
them  by  evidence  on  the  trial.  No  such  defense  appears  to 
have  been  so  pleaded  or  established,  so  the  policies  must 
stand  unaffected  by  any  claim  for  a  reduction  of  the  recovery 
thereon  by  reason  of  any  claim  that  the  plaintiffs  have  been 
otherwise  indemnified. 

(c)  It  being  conceded  that  the  plaintiffs  had  an  insurable 
interest,  and  it  having  been  decided  that  the  condition  in  the 
policies  in  respect  to  sole  and  unconditional  ownership  was 
waived,  and  that  the  undisputed  evidence  makes  a  case  of 
total  destruction  of  the  property  insured,  calling  for  pay- 
ment of  the  face  value  of  the  policies  as  liquidated  damages, 
that  amount  cannot  be  diminished  by  the  fact  alone  that 
some  other  person,  whom  the  plaintiffs  had  a  right  to  repre- 
senty  also  had  an  interest  in  the  building,  even  though  such 
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person  was  required  by  contract  to  reconstruct  such  build- 
ing. It  is  well  settled  that  in  the  absence  of  fraud  or  mis- 
take, unless  otherwise  provided  by  the  contract  of  insurance^ 
if  the  insured  has  some  insurable  interest  in  the  property 
covered  by  such  contract,  the  whole  amount  of  damages  to 
the  property,  not  exceeding  that  named  in  the  policy,  is  re- 
coverable by  such  person  if  the  damages  thereto  reach  that 
sum,  or  if,  by  the  contract  itself  and  the  law  governing  the 
subject,  the  face  value  of  the  policy  must  be  taken  as  liqui- 
dated damages.  Andes  Lis.  Co.  v.  Fishy  71  111.  620;  Trade 
Ins.  Co,  V.  Barracliffy  45  N.  J.  Law,  543. 

5.  PlaintiflFs  claimed  the  right  to  recover  $20  attorney's 
fees,  under  ch.  235,  Laws  of  1893,  and  $25  under  the  general 
fee  bill  as  well,  against  each  defendant,  and  prevailed  on 
such  claim.  That  is  assigned  as  error.  Such  chapter  pro- 
vides that  several  insurance  companies,  interested  in  the  same 
loss,  may  be  joined  as  defendants;  that  in  case  of  a  recover^*' 
against  them,  separate  verdicts  and  judgments  shall  be  ren- 
dered ;  and  that  there  shall  be  included  in  each  such  judg- 
ment an  attorney's  fee  of  $20.  In  a'  proper  case  for  such 
joinder  of  defendants,  if  separate  actions  are  brought,  they 
may  be  consolidated  on  motion,  under  sec.  2792,  R.  S.  Gross 
V.  Milwaukee  Mechanics'^  Ins,  Co.  92  Wis.  C56.  AVhen  so  con- 
solidated, the  provisions  of  the  act  of  1893  as  to  costs  apply, 
the  same  as  if  one  action  had  been  brought  against  all  in  the 
first  instance,  as  permitted  by  law.  It  is  considered  that 
such  provisions  are  exclusive  and  limit  the  attorney's  fee  lo 
$20  against  each  defendant,  and  that  the  ruling  of  the  trial 
court  to  the  contrary  was  error. 

It  follows  from  the  foregoing  that  each  of  the  insurance 
companies  is  liable  to  the  plaintiffs  for  the  full  amount  men- 
tioned in  its  contract  of  insurance,  and  that  the  trial  court 
should  have  directed  verdicts  accordingly,  at  the  close  of 
the  evidence,  on  plaintiffs'  motion  therefor.   But,  in  accord- 
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ance  with  the  established  practice  of  this  court  where  there 
is  no  verdict  left  undisturbed  by  the  result  here  upon  which 
a  judgment  can  be  rendered  when  the  case  again  reaches 
the  trial  court,  the  judgments  appealed  from  must  be  re- 
versed on  plaintiffs'  appeals  as  to  damages,  and  on  defend- 
ants' appeals  as  to  costs,  and  the  cause  be  remanded  for  a 
new  trial. 

By  the  Court —  On  plaintiffs'  appeals  the  judgments  are 
reversed  as  to  damages,  and  on  defendants'  appeals  such 
judgments  are  reversed  as  to  costs.  Full  costs  are  allowed 
to  plaintiffs  in  this  court  on  their  appeals,  except  that  only 
one  fourth  of  the  costs  for  printing  their  case  and  brief  shall 
be  taxed  on  each  appeal.  Defendants  are  allowed  clerk's 
fees  on  their  respective  appeals,  but  no  other  costs. 


KoGEBS,  Respondent,  vs.  Shove  and  wife.  Appellants: 
SoHUETTE  and  another.  Interveners. 

December  IJ^  1897— January  11, 1898. 

Appeal:  Notice:  Adverse  parties. 

On  appeal  by  a  mortgagor  from  an  order  confirming  a  sherifiTs  re- 
port of  sale  on  foreclosure,  the  purchaser  is  the  principal  adverse 
party,  and  must  bo  served  with  the  notice  of  appeal,  under  sec. 
3049,  R  a 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Manito- 
woc county:  N.  S.  Gilson,  Circuit  Judge.  The  interveners 
moved  to  dismiss  the  appeal.    Motion  granted. 

J.  S.  Anderson^  fbr  the  motion. 

[No  appearance  for  the  appellants.] 

Per  Curiam.  This  is  a  motion  to  dismiss  an  appeal  from 
an  order  confirming  a  sheriff's  report  of  sale  in  foreclosure. 
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The  appeal  was  taken  by  the  defendants  Shove^  the  mort- 
gagors, by  serving  the  notice  of  appeal  and  bond  upon  the 
plaintiff  in  the  action,  only,  and  not  upon  the  defendants 
Schuettey  who  were  the  purchasers  upon  the  sale,  and  who 
appeared  by  attorney  in  the  court  below  upon  the  motion 
to  confirm  the  report.  This  motion  is  made  by  the  purchas- 
ers at  the  foreclosure  sale,  on  the  ground  that  the  appeal 
papers  should  also  have  been  served  upon  them  or  their 
attorney. 

The  point  is  unquestionably  well  taken.  The  purchaser 
of  real  estate  at  foreclosure  sale  becomes  a  quad  party  to 
the  action,  so  far  as  the  proceedings  to  confirm  the  sale  are 
concerned,  and  may  appeal  from  orders  affecting  his  right 
to  such  confirmation.  Ward  v.  ClarJc^  6  Wis.  509 ;  Knedand 
V.  Am.  Z.  (&  T.  Co.  136  U.  S.  89.  Upon  all  motions  affect- 
ing that  right,  he  is  undoubtedly  "the  adverse  party;"  and, 
if  he  has  the  right  to  appeal  from  orders  denying  confirma- 
tion, the  converse  naturally  follows,  namely,  that  ho  is  enti- 
tled to  service  of  the  notice  of  appeal  from  the  order  of 
confirmation  when  such  appeal  is  taken  by  other  parties. 
The  statute  provides  that  an  appeal  is  to  be  taken  by  serv- 
ing the  notice  of  appeal  "  on  the  adverse  party,"  and  on  the 
clerk  of  the  court.  E.  S.  sec.  3049.  In  case  of  such  an  ap- 
peal as  the  one  before  us,  the  purchaser  is  unquestionably 
the  principal  "  adverse  party,"  and  must  be  served  with  the 
notice.    Barnes  v.  StoughtoUy  6  Hun,  254. 

Appeal  dismissed. 
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Browit,  Executor,  Appellant,  vs.  The  City  of  Baeaboo,  Re- 
spondent. 

December  14, 1897  ^January  11, 1898, 

(1, 2)  Plats  of  land:  Highways:  Dedication:  User:  Deeds,  (d)  Limitations: 
Tenants  in  common,         • 

1.  tJpon  a  recorded  plat  a  strip  of  land  south  of  and  adjoining  a  river 
was  marked  "reserved  for  private  use."  South  of  said  strip  was 
block  7,  on  the  east  side  of  which  was  Walnut  street  and  on  the 
west  side  Vine  street  Upon  the  plat  said  streets  extended  only 
to  the  reserved  strip,  but  in  fact  Vine  street  was  used  as  a  public 
street  to  the  river.  A  deed  of  a  portion  of  said  reserved  strip  de- 
scribed the  premises  conveyed  as  bounded  "on  the  east  by  Walnut 
street,  on  the  south  by  block  Na  7,  on  the  west  by  Vine  street,  and 
on  the  north  by  the  center  of  "  the  river.  Held,  that  the  grantee 
in  such  deed  took  title  to  the  center  of  Vine  street  extended,  sub- 
ject to  the  pubiio  easement;  and  that  a  conveyance  of  all  the  re- 
mainder of  said  reserved  strip  included  the  west  half  of  Vine  street. 

Z,  On  the  north  side  of  the  river,  the  plat  extended  to  the  town  line. 
North  of  said  line  was  another  plat  in  which  Oak  street  was  in 
direct  line  with  Vine  street.  Water  street  ran  east  and  west  along 
the  south  side  of  blocks  1,  2,  and  3,  but  the  south  line  of  tha  west- 
ern portion  of  said  street,  through  which  Vine  street  would  run  if 
extended  across  the  river,  was  not  designated,  there  being  no  lots 
between  Water  street  and  the  river  at  that  place.  Two  streets  en- 
tered the  eastern  portion  of  Water  street  from  the  south,  and  three 
entered  the  street  from  the  north,  one  of  the  latter,  the  name  of 
which  was  not  designated,  being  in  direct  line  with  Vine  and  Oak 
streets.  The  plat  stated  that  all  streets  were  sixty-six  feet  wide. 
Held,  that  the  recording  of  said  plat  and  the  public  use  of  the  un- 
named street,  and  of  Water  street  along  said  three  blocks,  for  more 
than  forty  years,  constituted  a  dedication  of  such  streets  to  the 
public,  notwithstanding  a  requirement  that  plats  should  "particu- 
larly describe  and  set  forth  all  streets  •  •  •  giving  names,  width, 
courses,  boundaries,  and  extent." 

Z,  Lands  descended  to  a  husband  and  wife  as  tenants  in  common.  The 
wife  died  leaving  as  her  heirs  several  children,  some  of  whom  were 
married  women,  to  whom  her  interest  descended  subject  to  the 
husband's  estate  by  the  curtesy.  The  husband  thereafter  executed 
a  warranty  deed  of  the  whole  premises  purporting  to  convey  the 
Vol.98  — 18 
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whole  title,  and  the  grantee  went  into  possession.  In  1863  the  hus- 
band died.  Held,  that  the  ten-years  statute  of  limitation  com- 
menced to  run  against  the  heirs  of  the  wife,  not  under  disability^ 
upon  the  death  of  the  husband,  and  against  the  married  women 
upon  the  enactment  of  ch.  29,  Laws  of  1872,  removing  the  disability 
of  coverture.  An  action  by  said  heirs  to  recover  possession  of  their 
interest  in  the  premises,  which  was  not  commenced  until  1893;  wa» 
therefore  barred. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Sauk 
county :  E.  G.  Siebeoker,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  is  an  action  of  ejectment,  and  was  commenced  by 
William  Brown,  October  10,  1892,  to  recover  an  undivided 
four-tenths  of  an  undivided  one-half  of  a  strip  of  land  ia 
£araboOj  four  rods  wide  and  forty  rods  long,  and  extending^ 
from  the  town  line,  at  the  south  end  of  Oak  street,  soutb^ 
across  "Water  street,  the  Baraboo  river,  the  mill  race,  and 
the  reservation,  to  the  north  end  of  Vine  street,  as  indicated 
on  the  old  plat  of  the  village  of  Baraboo,  the  east  and  west 
sides  of  said  strip  being  in  line  with  the  east  and  west  sides^ 
respectively,  of  Oak  and  Yine  streets  extended.  Issue  being 
joined  and  trial  had,  the  referee  found  in  favor  of  the  de- 
fendant, and  the  court  coniSrmed  such  findings,  and  from 
the  judgment  entered  thereon  accordingly  William  Brown 
brought  this  appeal.  Pending  the  appeal  the  death  of  Will- 
iam Brown  has  been  suggested  and  the  cause  continued  in 
the  name  of  his  executor,  Benjamin  F,  Bro'ion. 

The  facts  in  this  case,  as  so  found  or  undisputed,  are  in 
effect  as  follows: 

One  George  W.  Brown,  under  whom  the  plaintiff  claims 
title,  September  29, 1846,  became  seised  in  fee  of  the  E.  \  of 
the  N.  E.  i  of  section  No.  2,  in  township  No.  11  N.,  of  range 
No.  6  E.,  in  the  county  of  Sauk.  Said  eighty  acres  include 
the  strip  of  land  in  question,  and  extend  north  to  the  towa 
line  mentioned.  George  W.  Brown  convej'^ed,  by  warranty 
deed,  to  Delando  Pratt  and  L.  and  J.  Hayes,  a  piece  of  land 
and  water  rights,  by  metes  and  bounds,  between  the  said 
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mill  race  and  the  river.  The  said  George  W.  Brown,  Jfo- 
veraber  1,  1847,  platted  a  portion  of  said  premises,  the  said 
plat  being  designated  as  the  Village  of  Baraboo,  substaUr 
tially  as  follows: 
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The  said  George  W.  Brown,  by  the  said  plat,  dedicated 
to  the  public,  as  a  public  street,  all  that  portion  of  the  land 
and  premises  in  the  complaint  herein  specified  and  referred 
to  which  lies  north  of  the  south  line  of  Water  street,  as  des- 
ignated on  said  plat  of  the  village  of  Baraboo.  November 
24,  1847,  the  said  George  W.  Brown  sold  and  conveyed  to 
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one  Philarmon  Pratt,  his  heirs  and  assigns,  the  following 
described  premises,  situated,  lying,  and  being  in  Baraboo, 
in  the  county  of  Sauk,  aforesaid,  and  bounded  as  follows,  to 
wit:  "  On  the  east  by  Walnut  street,  on  the  south  by  block 
number  7,  on  the  west  by  Yine  street,  •  .  .  and  on  the 
north  by  the  center  of  Baraboo  river,  together  with  the 
sawmill  and  the  south  one-half  of  the  dam  and  one  half  of 
the  water  privileges  and  other  privileges  and  appurtenances 
to  the  said  piece  or  parcel  of  land  belonging;  also 'all  the 
land  lying  between  the  present  race  and  the  Baraboo  rivers  ex- 
cepting a  piece  of  land  and  right  of  water  .  .  .  conveyed 
by  deed  to  Delando  Pratt,  Louis  Hayes,  and  Josiah  Hayes," 
aforesaid.  At  the  time  of  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the 
deed  to  Philarmon  Pratt,  Vine  street,  as  delineated  upon 
the  plat,  did  not  extend  north  beyond  the  north  line  of 
block  No.  7,  but  in  fact,  at  the  time  of  such  conveyance,  the 
said  Vine  street  extended  north  to  the  mill  race  on  the 
south  side  of  the  Baraboo  river;  that  is,  the  four-rod  strip 
(included  in  the  complaint  herein)  lying  immediately  north 
of  the  north  limit  of  Vine  street,  as  delineated  upon  the  said 
plat  of  Baraboo,  at  the  time  of  the  conveyance  to  Philarmon 
Pratt,  was  used  by  the  public  as  and  for  a  public  street  as 
far  north  as  the  mill  race  on  the  south  side  of  the  Baraboo 
river,  and  the  lands  by  the  said  George  W.  Brown  so  con- 
veyed to  said  Philarmon  Pratt  were  in  and  by  the  deed 
bounded  on  the  west  by  such  street. 

George  W.  Brown  died  intestate,  without  isrne,  and  on- 
married,  December  15, 1847,  being  at  the  time  twenty-eight 
years  of  age,  leaving  him  surviving  his  father,  Chauncey 
Brown,  and  his  mother,  Clarissa  Brown,  as  his  only  heirs  at 
law.  At  the  time  of  his  death  he  was  seised  of  that  portion 
of  the  said  four-rod  strip  of  land,  in  the  complaint  specified, 
which  lies  between  the  middle  or  center  line  of  the  Baraboo 
river  and  the  south  line  of  Water  street,  together  with  other 
lands  not  specified  in  the  complaint.     The  said  Chauncey 
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Brown  and  Clarissa  Brown,  upon  the  death  of  George  W. 
Brown,  entered  into  the  possession  of  all  the  lands  and 
premises  of  which  George  W.  Brown  died  seised,  and  re- 
mained in  the  possession  thereof  until  the  death  of  Clarissa 
Brown,  February  26,  1854,  excepting  only  such  portions 
thereof  as  had  been  sold  by  the  administrators  of  the  estate 
of  George  W.  Brown,  the  same  being  wholly  outside  of  the 
lands  in  the  complaint  specified.  Clarissa  Brown  died  in- 
testate February  26,  1854,  leaving  her  surviving  her  hus- 
band, Chauncey  Brown,  and  nine  children,  to  wit,  Lura 
Blake,  Martha  Langdon,  William  Brown  (plaintiff),  Emeline 
Kelsey,  Franklin  Brown,  Warren  Brown,  Edwin  Brown, 
Adeline  Bellis,  and  Chauncey  Brown,  Jr.  Polly  Martin 
predeceased  her  mother,  Clarissa  Brown,  but  as  she  left 
surviving  children  her  interest  descended  to  her  children. 
The  above  named  are  the  only  heirs  at  law  of  Clarissa  Brown. 
After  the  death  of  Clarissa  Brown,  Chauncey  Brown  was, 
and  until  August  28, 1854,  remained,  in  the  possession  of  all 
the  said  lands  and  premises  of  which  George  W.  Brown  died 
seised,  excepting  only  such  portion  thereof  as  had  been  sold 
by  the  administrators  of  George,  the  same  being  wholly  out- 
side of  the  lands  specified  in  the  complaint.  Chauncey  Brown, 
August  28,  1854,  sold,  and  by  warranty  deed  conveyed,  to 
Joseph  Sanford  and  Patrick  Bassett,  all  of  the  said  lands  and 
premises  of  which  the  said  George  W.  Brown  died  seised, 
excepting  only  such  portion  thereof  as  had  been  so  sold  by 
the  administrators  of  said  George.  Said  deed  of  Chauncey 
Brown  purported  upon  its  face  to  convey  the  whole  title  to 
the  lands  therein  described,  and  was  by  the  said  grantees 
thereto  understood  to  convey  the  whole  title  thereto,  and 
the  same  was  received  and  accepted  by  Sanford  and  Bassett 
as  being  a  conveyance  to  them  of  the  full  title  to  said  lands. 
Sanford  and  Bassett  entered  into  the  immediate  possession 
of  the  lands  and  premises  in  the  said  deed  mentioned  and 
described,  and  of  the  whole  thereof,  and  ever  since  August  28^ 
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1854,  the  said  Sanford  and  Bassctt,  and  their  grantees,  have 
been  in  the  actual,  open,  visible,  notorious,  and  exclusive  pos- 
session of  said  lands  and  premises,  and  of  the  whole  thereof, 
and  such  title  remained  undisputed  until  the  time  of  the 
commencement  of  this  action,  October  10, 1892.  The  lands 
sold  and  conveyed  by  the  said  George  W.  Brown  in  his  life- 
time, together  with  the  lands  included  in  said  deed  to  San- 
ford and  Bassett,  included  all  the  lands  specified  and  referred 
to  in  the  complaint.  Neither  the  said  William  Brown,  nor 
his  ancestors,  predecessors,  or  grantors,  have  been  in  the 
possession  of  the  said  premises  specified  and  described  in 
the  deed  to  Sanford  and  Bassett,  including  all  the  lands  in 
the  complaint  herein  claimed,  excepting  only  such  lands 
as  had  been  previously  sold  and  conveyed  by  George  W. 
Brown  in  his  lifetime,  since  August  28,  1854.  Chauncey 
Brown  died  September  26,  1863.  At  the  time  of  the  death 
of  Chauncey  Brown,  William  Brown  (plaintiff)  was  under 
no  legal  disability,  and  since  said  time  has  been  under  no 
legal  disability.  The  grantors  of  William  Brown,  to  wit, 
Franklin  Brown,  Martha  Langdon,  and  Lura  Blake,  at  the 
time  of  the  death  of  Chaunce}'^  Brown,  were  under  no  legal 
disabilit)%  and  since  said  time  have  been  under  no  legal  dis- 
ability, excepting  only  that  Lura  Blake  and  Martha  Langdon, 
at  the  time  of  the  death  of  Chauncey  Brown,  were,  and  ever 
since  said  time  have  been,  married  women.  All  of  the  lands 
in  the  complaint  specified  are  now  used  as  public  streets  in 
the  city  of  Barahoo^  and  have  been  for  more  than  forty 
years. 

As  conclusions  of  law  the  court  finds,  in  efiFect:  That, 
upon  the  death  of  George  W.  Brown,  all  the  lands  of  which 
he  died  seised  descended  equally  to  his  father  and  mother, 
Ohauncey  and  Clarissa  Brown,  as  tenants  in  common.  That 
upon  the  death  of  Clarissa  Brown  her  interest  in  and  to  said 
real  estate  descended  to  her  heirs  at  law,  to  wit,  her  hus- 
band, Chauncey  Brown,  as  tenant  by  curtesy,  and  to  her  said 
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children,  taking  title  thereto  subject  to  such  life  estate. 
That,  by  the  warranty  deed  executed  and  delivered  by 
Chauncey  Brown  to  Sanford  and  Bassett,  he  convey*ed  to 
them  all  the  right,  title,  and  interest  which  he,  the  said 
Chauncey  Brown,  then  had  in  and  to  said  premises.  That 
the  entry  and  possession  of  Sanford  and  Bassett  under  that 
deed  became  and  was  adverse  to  all  the  world,  except  as  to 
the  remaindermen,  during  the  continuance  of  the  life  estate 
of  the  said  Chauncey  Brown  therein.  That,  upon  the  death 
of  the  said  Chauncej'  Brown,  the  holding  and  possession  of 
the  said  premises  by  Sanford  and  Bassett  became  and  were 
adverse  to  said  remaindermen  not  under  legal  disability. 
That  the  said  William  Brown  and  Franklin  Brown,  not  being 
under  any  disability  at  the  time  of  the  death  of  Chauncey 
Brown,  became  and  were  barred  of  all  right,  title,  claim, 
and  interest  in  and  to  said  premises,  including  the  premises 
specified  in  the  complaint  herein,  not  previously  sold  by 
George  W.  Brown  in  his  lifetime,  ten  years  after  the  time 
of  Chauncey  Brown's  death,  and  before  the  time  of  the  com- 
mencement of  this  action.  That  the  heirs  of  the  said  Cla- 
rissa Brown  under  the  disability  of  coverture  at  the  time 
of  the  death  of  Chauncey  Brown,  to  wit,  Lura  Blake  and 
Martha  Langdon,  became  and  were  barred  of  all  right,  title, 
claim,  and  interest  in  and  to  the  said  lands  in  the  complaint 
specified,  not  conveyed  by  George  W.  Brown  in  his  lifetime, 
ten  years  after  ch.  29,  Laws  of  1872,  went  into  efifect,  to  wit, 
March  2,  1882.  That  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of 
this  action,  William  Brown  had.  no  right,  title,  claim,  or 
interest  in  or  to  the  lands  or  premises  specified  in  the  com- 
plaint, nor  in  any  part  or  portion  thereof.  That  the  defend- 
ant is  entitled  to  judgment  herein  in  its  favor,  and  for  its 
costs  and  disbursements  in  this  action. 

From  the  judgment  entered  upon  such  findings  in  favor 
of  the  defendant,  AVilliam  Brown  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  William  Brawn^ 
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pro  86^  and  Hei'man  Orotophorst^  of  counsel,  and  oral  argu- 
ment by  Mr,  OrotophorsL  They  contended,  inter  aliay  that 
Chauocey  Brown  and  Clarissa  Brown  were  tenants  in  com- 
mon. Upon  the  death  of  the  latter  her  heirs  took  her  title 
immediately  and  thus  became  tenants  in  common  with  the 
•former.  A  deed  by  one  tenant  in  common  purporting  to 
convey  the  whole  premises  is  inoperative  and  void  as  against 
his  cotenant.  4  Kent,  Comm.  368;  Porter  v.  Hill^  9  Mass. 
34.  By  the  deed  from  Chauncey  Brown,  his  grantees  be- 
came tenants  in  common  with  the  heirs  of  Clarissa  Brown. 
Under  such  circumstances  the  statute  will  not  begin  to  run 
until  an  adverse  holding  is  declared  and  notice  thereof  given 
to  the  holder  of  the  legal  title.  N'eiUon  v.  Grignon^  85  AVis. 
550;  Alleji  v.  Allen,  58  id.  202;  Bartlett  v.Secor,  56  id.  520; 
lioeblce  v.  Andrews,  26  id.  311;  Schwallhach  v.  C,  3t.  <&  St 
P.  E.  Co.  69  id.  292;  Sydnor  v.  Palmer,  29  id.  226;  Watts 
V.  Owens,  62  id.  512;  Stewart  v.  Stewart,  83  id.  364;  Culver 
V.  Phodes,  87  N.  Y.  348.  There  must  be  some  notorious  act 
of  ouster  brought  home  to  the  knowledge  of  the  cotenant,  a 
silent  possession  being  insufficient.  Challefoux  v,  DxicKarmey 
4  Wis.  554;  Lessee  of  Clymer  v.  Dawkhis,  3  How.  674;  Mo- 
Clung  V.  Poss,  5  Wheat.  116;  Kirk  v.  Sinith,  9  id.  241.  A 
deed  conveying  land  to  the  center  of  a  street  which  has 
never  been  legally  laid  out  does  not  constitute  a  dedication 
of  such  street  to  the  public.  Hawthorne  v,  Myers,  37  S.  W. 
Eep.  593.  The  dam  upon  which  the  work  was  done  is  en- 
tirely outside  the  line  of  Yine  street,  and  the  bridge  is  a  rod 
or  two  west  of  the  premises  in  question.  Any  travel  was 
done  in  line  with  the  bridge  and  outside,  or  on  the  extreme 
limit,  of  the  premises  in  question.  These  facts  do  not  con- 
stitute the  strip  a  highway  by  user.  Speirv,  New  Utrechty 
121  K  Y.  420;  Cunningham  v.  Ilendriclcs,  89  Wis.  632; 
Mahler  v,  Brumder,  92  id.  477;  Uoldane  v.  Cold  Spring,  21 
N.  Y.  474;  Fonda  v,  Borst,  2  Keyes,  48;  Niagara  Falls  S, 
B.  Co.  V.  Bachman,  66  K.  Y.  261;  People  v.  Underhill,  144 
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id.  324;  Coniiehan  v.  Ford^  9  Wis.  240;  Ilanson  v.  Taylor y 
23  id.  547;  Eastland  v.  Fogo^  66  id.  133;  Gardiner  v.  Tisdahy 
2  id.  153;  State  exrel  Lighifoot  v.  McCabe,  74  id.  481 ;  Tup- 
per  V.  Jluson^  46  id.  646;  Strong  v.  BrooMyn^  68  N.  Y.  1; 
Pentland  v.  Keep^  41  Wis.  490;  Fischer  v.  Zaacky  76  id.  313; 
Dolphin  V.  Pedlefj,  27  id.  469. 

li.  D.  FvanSj  for  thd  respondent,  argued,  among  other 
things,  that  the  heirs  of  Clarissa  Brown  became  barred  by 
the  statute  ten  j^ears  after  the  death  of  Chauncey  Brown, 
or  ten  years  after  the  enactment  of  ch.  29,  Laws  of  1872. 
Wiesner  v.  Zaun,  39  Wis.  188;  Barrett  v.  Stradl,  73  id.  385, 
9  Am.  St.  Rep.  795 ;  Jackson  v,  Ilarsen,  7  Cow.  323,  17  Am. 
Dec.  517;  Metder  v.  Miller,  129  111.  642;  Rohn  v.  Harrisy 
130  id.  525;  Berry  v.  Hall,  11  Ky.  L.  Eep.  30;  Gindrat  v. 
Western  B.  Co.  19  L.  E.  A.  839,  852,  note.  A  conveyance  by 
one  cotenant  of  the  entire  estate  gives  color  of  title,  and  if 
possession  is  taken  under  it,  the  grantee  claiming  title  to  the 
whole,  it  amounts  to  an  ouster  of  the  cotenants,  and  the  pos- 
session of  the  grantee  is  adverse  to  them.  Sydnor  v,  P aimer y 
29  Wis.  226;  Frich  v.  Sinon,  75  Cal.  337,  7  Am.  St.  Eep. 
177;  King  v.  Carraichael,  136  Ind.  20;  Butter  v.  Small,  68 
Md.  133;  Parker  v.  Proprietors  of  Merrimack  Canal,  3  Met. 
91,  37  Am.  Dec.  121;  Town  v.  Needham,  3  Paige,  545,  24 
Am.  Dec.  246;  Baker  'y.  Oakwood,  123  N.  Y.  16;  Dikeman 
V,  Parrish,  6  Pa.  St.  210,  47  Am.  Dec.  455;  1  Am.  &  Eng. 
Enoy.  of  Law  (2d  ed.),  806. 

Cassoday,  C.  J.  1.  Counsel  contends  that  the  defendant 
did  not  get  title  to  any  portion  of  the  strip  of  land  in  ques- 
tion by  virtue  of  any  deed  made  by  George  W.  Brown  in 
his  lifetime.  The  material  question  is  whether  George  W. 
Brown,  by  such  deed  or  deeds,  parted  with  the  title  to  any 
portion  of  such  strip  of  land.  If  he  did,  then  as  to  such  por- 
tion his  parents  took  no  title.  It  is  a  cardinal  principle  in 
actions  of  ejectment  that  the  plaintiff  must  recover,  if  at  all, 
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on  the  strength  of  his  own  title,  and  not  upon  the  weakness 
OP  want  of  title  in  the  defendant.  Kelley  v.  McKeoUj  67 
Wis.  561,  and  cases  there  cited.  He  must  establish  such  title 
as  against  the  world,  ot  as  against  the  defendant  as  a  wrong- 
doer. Id.  "  It  is  an  action  to  try  the  title  and  right  to  the 
possession  of  land.  More  accurately,  it  is  an  action  to  de- 
termine the  plaintiff's  title  and  his  right  to  the  possession." 
JBaldwin  v.  Ely,  66  Wis.  1Y7. 

Conceding  that  the  words  in  the  deed  from  George  W. 
Brown  to  Philarmon  Pratt,  "all  the  land  lying  between  the 
present  race  and  the  Baraboo  river,"  were  erased  before  the 
execution  of  that  deed,  as  contended  by  counsel,  yet  it  does 
not  follow  that  George  W.  Brown  did  not,  in  his  lifetime, 
part  with  all  title  to  that  portion  of  the  strip  in  qu^- 
tion  which  lies  between  the  mill  race  and  the  center  of  the 
river,  since  the  deed  from  him  to  Delando  Pratt  and  L.  and 
J.  Hayes  was,  manifestly,  of  land  between  the  mill  race  and 
the  river,  as  the  same  was  "  situated  at  the  south  end  of 
the  said  George  W.  Brown's  mill  dam."  That  dam,  as  ap- 
pears from  the  plats  in  evidence,  was  in  line  with  Vine 
street  and  Oak  street  extended.  The  land  conveyed  to  De- 
lando Pratt  and  L.  and  J.  Hayes  was  expressly  excepted 
from  such  conveyance  to  Philarmon  Pratt;  and  the  erasures 
mentioned  may  have  been,  and  probably  were,  so  made,  be- 
cause otherwise  they  would  have  included  the  lands  thus 
excepted.  The  contention  that  the  land  bounded  by  the 
river  did  not  extend  to  the  center  of  the  river  is  certainly 
without  foundation.  Norcrosa  v.  Oriffithsy  65  Wis.  599.  But, 
independent  of  that,  the  land  so  conveyed  to  Philarmon 
Pratt  was  bounded  "  on  the  east  by  Walnut  street,  on  the 
south  by  block  number  7,  on  the  west  by  Yine  street,"  and 
*'  on  the  north  by  the  center  of  the  Baraboo  river,"  and  con- 
veyed "  the  sawmill  and  the  south  half  of  the  dam."  The 
land  so  conveyed  is  a  portion  of  the  land  marked  on  the 
plat  as  "reserved  for  private  use;"  and  although  bounded 
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on  the  east  by  Walnut  street,  and  on  the  west  by  Yine 
street,  yet  neither  of  those  streets  appears  upon  the  plat  as 
extending  north  of  block  7.  Nevertheless,  the  grantee  in 
that  deed,  and  those  claiming  under  him,  thereby  acquired 
the  right,  as  against  the  grantor  and  those  claiming  under 
him,  to  treat  each  and  both  of  these  streets  as  extending 
north  to  the  river;  and  it  is  established  by  the  evidence  that 
at  the  time  of  making  the  deed  Yine  street  was  being  used 
by  the  public  as  and  for  a  public  street,  four  rods  wide,  from 
blocks  7  and  8,  as  far  north  as  the  mill  race;  and  that  such 
use  by  the  public  has  continued  ever  since,  and  that  for 
more  than  forty  years  Yine  street,  so  extended,  has  been 
.used  by  the  public,  as  and  for  a  public  street,  as  far  north 
as  the  river.  There  can  be  no  question  but  that  Pratt, 
as  such  grantee,  took  title  to  the  center  of  Vine  street,  so 
extended  to  the  river,  subject,  however,  to  the  public  ease- 
ment. "It  is  th^  settled  doctrine  in  this  state  that  the 
grantee  of  a  lot  in  a  recorded  plat,  except  where  the  terms 
of  his  deed  or  the  pjat  expressly  exclude  that  construction, 
takes  to  the  center  of  adjoining  public  ways,  subject  to  the 
public  easement ;  and  the  fact  that  the  description  in  his  deed, 
after  stating  the  number  of  his  lot,  gives  its  dimensions  as 
they  are  exclusive  of  the  highway,  does  not  affect  the  con- 
struction." Pettibone  v.  Ilamilton^  40  Wis.  402;  Jarstadt  v, 
Morgan^  48  Wis.  245;  Andrews  v.  Youmaiis^  78  Wis.  56; 
Johnson  <&  Co.  v.  Arnold^  91  Ga.  659. 

2.  The  warranty  deed  of  August  28,  1854,  from  Chauncey 
Brown  to  Sanford  and  Bassett,  mentioned  in  the  foregoing 
statement,  covered  and  purported  to  convey  the  ab&olute 
title  to  "all  of  the  mill  reservation  along  Water  street  and 
south  to  the  Baraboo  river,  together  with  the  water  power 
and  reservation  on  the  south  side  of  the  Baraboo  river,  all 
of  that  piece  of  land  lying  north  of  the  north  line  of  blocks 
number  6,  7,  and  8,  and  south  of  the  Baraboo  river."  This 
included  the  west  half  of  Yine  street,  so  extended  north 
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from  blocks  7  and  8  to  the  center  of  the  Baraboo  river,  and 
in  fact  the  whole  of  that  street  so  extended  from  these  blocks 
north  to  Water  street,  designated  on  the  plat.  It  is  conceded 
that  that  deed  conveyed  the  undivided  one-half  of  all  the 
lands  described  therein,  and -of  which  George  W.  Brown  died 
seised, —  as  all  the  lands  of  which  he  so  died  seised  descended 
to  his  father  and  mother  equally,  as  tenants  in  common. 
Brown  v,  Baraboo^  90  Wis.  151.  The  mother  having  died 
intestate  prior  to  the  deed  so  given  to  Sanford  and  Bassett,^ 
her  moiety  of  such  lands  descended  to  her  heirs  at  law,  sub- 
ject to  an  estate  for  life  in  her  husband,  Chauncey  Brown,  as 
tenant  thereof  by  the  curtesy.  E.  S.  1858,  ch.  89,  sec.  30; 
E.  S.  1878,  sec.  2180.  As  such  life  estate  terminated  on  the 
death  of  Chauncey  Brown,  it  follows  that  the  legal  title  and 
right  to  the  possession  of  the  several  interests  of  William 
Brown,  Franklin  Brown,  Martha  Langdon,  and  Lura  Blake, 
under  whom  the  plaintiff  claims  title,  representing  four 
tenths  of  one  half  of  so  much  of  the  strip  of  land  in  question 
as  George  W.  Brown  died  seised  of,  becan^e  absolutely  vested 
in  them,  severally,  September  26, 1863.  And  yet  it  is  undis- 
puted that  August  28, 1854,  Sanford  and  Bassett,  under  such 
warranty  deed  to  them  from  Chauncey  Brown,  purporting  to 
convey  to  them  the  whole  .title  to  the  lands  in  question,  en- 
tered into  the  immediate  possession  of  said  lands,  and  the 
whole  thereof,  and  that  ever  since  that  time  they  and  their 
grantees  have  been  in  the  actual,  open,  visible,  notorious,  and 
exclusive  possession  of  the  same,  and  the  whole  thereof,  and 
that  such  title  remained  undisputed  until  the  commencement 
of  \h\s  action,  October  10, 1892.  The  defendant's  title  to  so 
much  of  the  strip  of  land  in  question  as  George  W.  Brown 
died  seised  of  is  directly  traceable  to  the  deed  to  Sanford 
and  Bassett  mentioned.  Thus  it  appears  that  William  Brown, 
Franklin  Brown,  Martha  Langdon,  and  Lura  Blake,  severally, 
slept  on  their  rights,  and  made  no  claim  to  any  portion  of 
the  strip  of  land  in  question,  for  more  than  twenty-nine 
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years.  During  that  time  neither  William  Brown  nor  Frank- 
lin Brown  was  under  any  disability.  It  is  true  that  Mrs. 
Langdon  and  Mrs.  Blake  were  married  women  at  the  time 
of  Chauncey  Brown's  death,  when  such  real  estate  descended 
to  them  and  their  right  of  action  therefor  first  accrued;  and 
hence  the  statute  of  limitations  did  not,  by  reason  of  their 
disability,  commence  to  run  against  either  of  them  under 
the  statute  then  in  force.  R  S.  1858,  ch.  138,  sec.  13.  Such 
disability  of  married  women  was  entirely  removed  March  2, 
1872,  by  ch.  29,  Laws  of  1872,  and  such  has  since  that  time 
continued  to  be  the  law.  E.  S.  1878,  sec.  4218.  The  result  is 
that  the  ten-years  statute  of  limitation  commenced  running 
against  Mrs.  Langdon  and  Mrs.  Blake,  respectively,  March  2, 
1872,  and  against  William  Brown  and  Franklin  Brown,  re- 
spectively, September  26, 1863.  R  S.  1878,  sec.  4211.  The  ac- 
tion was  not  commenced  until  more  than  twenty  years  after 
the  cause  of  action  accrued  in  favor  of  the  women,  and  more 
than  twenty-nine  years  after  the  cause  of  action  accrued  in 
favor  of  the  men.  The  fact  that  Chauncey  Brown  only  had 
a  life  estate  in  the  undivided  one-half  of  the  lands  so  con- 
veyed by  him  to  Sanford  and  Bassett  did  not  prevent  the 
statute  running  in  their  favor  or  in  favor  of  the  defendant 
^s  a  grantee  under  them.  Wieaner  v.  Zaun^  39  Wis.  188; 
WestcoU  V.  Miller,  42  Wis.  463,  464;  Barrett  v.  Stradl,  73 
Wis.  385.  Thus  it  appears  that  neither  William  Brown,  nor 
Franklin  Brown,  nor  Mrs.  Langdon,  nor  Mrs.  Blake,  was 
seised  or  possessed  of  any  portion  of  the  strip  of  land  in  ques- 
tion at  any  time  during  the  twenty  years  immediately  be^ 
fore  the  commencement  of  this  action,  and  hence  the  plaintiff 
is  barred  from  maintaining  the  same.  E.  S.  1878,  sec.  4207. 
3.  The  court  found  that  by  the  plat  of  the  village  of  Bara- 
boo,  made  November  1,  1847,  George  W.  Brown  dedicated 
to  the  public,  as  a  public  street,  all  that  portion  of  the  land 
specified  in  the  complaint  which  lies  north  of  the  south  line 
-of  Water  street,  designated  thereon.    As  indicated  in  the 
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statement  made,  that  plat  extended  north  to  the  town  line. 
Adjoining  that  plat  on  the  north,  and  in  another  town,  them 
was  at  the  time  a  plat  of  the  village  of  Adams.  Oak  street, 
mentioned,  ran  north  and  south  and  was  one  of  the  streets 
so  platted  in  the  village  of  Adams.  Vine  street,  as  indicated 
on  the  plat  of  the  village  of  Baraboo,  was  in  the  direct  line 
with  Oak  street,  as  designated  on  the  plat  of  the  village  of 
Adams.  Between  blocks  2  and  3  in  the  village  plat  of  Bara- 
boo, and  extending  from  Water  street  north  to  Oak  street, 
on  the  town  line,  a  street  is  designated  on  the  plat,  and  the 
same  must  be  regarded  as  a  part  of  Vine  street.  This  ex- 
plains why  the  land  conveyed  by  George  W.  Brown  to  Pratt 
was  bounded  on  the  west  by  Vine  street.  On  the  plat  of 
the  village  of  Baraboo,  Water  street  is  designated  as  run- 
ning east  and  west  along  the  south  side  of  blocks  1,  2,  and 
3.  It  is  true  that  the  south  line  of  the  western  portion  of 
that  street  is  not  designated  on  the  plat,  but  the  several  lots 
in  blocks  1,  2,  and  3  front  upon  it,  and  three  streets  from 
the  north  are  indicated  as  running  into  it,  and  two  streets 
on  the  eastern  end  are  designated  as  running  into  it  from 
the  south.  Besides,  it  is  stated  on  the  plat,  among  other 
things,  that  "all  full  lots  are  66  feet  by  132, —  all  the  streets 
66  feet  wide."  The  mere  fact  that  the  south  line  of  the 
street,  on  the  western  end  thereof,  is  not  designated  on  the 
plat,  does  not,  in  our  judgment,  prevent  the  effectual  dedi- 
cation to  the  public  of  Water  street  as  and  for  a  public 
street.  True,  the  statute  required  the  plat  to  "particularly 
describe  and  set  forth  all  the  streets,  .  .  .  giving  the 
names,  widths,  courses,  boundaries,  and  extent  of  all  such 
streets."  Terr.  Stats,  of  1839,  p.  159,  §  1 ;  K.  S.  1849,  ch.  41, 
sec.  1.  But  that  was,  in  effect,  done.  £^lf/  v.  Bates,  5  Wis. 
467;  Weisbrod  v.  C,  <&  N,  W,  JR.  Co.  21  Wis.  602.  The  plat 
made  and  recorded,  as  indicated,  followed  by  public  travel 
upon  such  streets  for  more  than  forty  years,  must  be  re- 
garded as  a  sufficient  dedication  of  the  streets  to  the  public 
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for  publio  use  as  such.  Buchanan  v.  Curtis^  25  Wis.  99; 
Pettibone  v.  Eamilton^  40  Wis.  402;  Jarstadt  v.  Morgan^  4S 
Wis.  245;  Dmiohoo  v.  Murray^  62  Wis.  100. 

We  find  no  error  in  the  record. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmjdd. 


Vberinbeb,  Appellant,  vs.  Winter,  Eespondent,  and  Wik-     »8  287 
T£R  and  others.  Appellants.  f los  5i2 

December  IJ^  1897— January  11, 1898, 

WUU:  Construction:  Contingent  remainders:   Provision  for  unborn 

child. 

L  A  will  made  in  extremis  bequeathed  to  the  testator's  wife  "two 
thirds  of  my  estate  while  she  remains  my  widow  (if  not)  one  half 
to  go  to  her  heir,  and  the  other  third  to  my  brother  D."  The  tes- 
tator had  no  living  children,  but  knew  that  his  wife  was  preg- 
nant Held,  that  the  testator  intended  to  give  his  wife  two  thirds 
of  his  entire  estate  if  she  remained  his  widow,  but  if  she  remar- 
ried one  of  said  thirds  was  to  go  to  her  unborn  child. 

2L  A  devise  or  bequest  of  such  a  contingent  remainder  to  the  unborn 
child  either  constituted  a  provision,  or  showed  that  the  testator 
intended  to  make  no  provision,  for  him,  within  the  meaning  of 
sec.  2286,  R  S.  1878,  providing,  in  substance,  that  such  a  child  shall 
abide  by  the  will  in  case  provision  is  made  for  him  or  the  will 
shows  an  intention  to  make  no  provision)  but  that  in  default  of 
either  the  child  shall  inherit  as  though  the  ancestor  died  intestate. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
county:  R.  G.  Siebkckek,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 

This  is  an  action  for  the  partition  of  certain  real  estate  in 
Dane  county.  All  parties  claim  title  under  one  Washing- 
ton G.  Winter,  who  owned  the  hinds  at  the  time  of  his 
death,  July  20,  1852.  Winter  died  without  living  issue; 
leaving,  him  surviving,  his  wife,  Margaret  Whiter^  who  was 
then,  to  his  knowledge,  pregnant.     A  few  hours  before  his 
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death,  and  while  in  extremisy  he  made  a  will,  which  was 
hurriedly  drawn  by  a  farmer  neighbor,  which  reads  as  fol- 
lows (errors  in  spelling  being  corrected):  **  I  Washington  G. 
Winter  of  the  town  of  Dane,  this  is  my  last  will  and  testa- 
ment, I  hereby  bequeath  to  my  wife  Margaret  Winter  two 
thirds  of  my  estate  while  she  remains  my  widow  (if  not) 
one  half  to  go  to  her  heir,  and  the  other  third  to  my  brother 
David  Winter.  My  widow  to  choose  the  administrator." 
The  will  was  duly  admitted  to  probate  December  6,  1852. 
On  the  8th  of  December,  1852,  Margaret  Winter  was  deliv- 
ered of  a  son,  Washington  G.  Winter,  Jr.,  who  grew  to 
manhood,  and  married  the  defendant  Josephine^  and  died 
intestate  in  December,  1892,  without  issue,  leaving  Jo^- 
phine  as  his  sole  heir.  The  plaintiff,  Margaret^  married  one 
Thomas  Verrinder  in  the  year  1860.  David  Winter,  the 
brother  named  in  the  will,  died  intestate  in  Aug.ist,  1885, 
and  the  defendants  and  appellants  James  W.  Winter  and 
others  are  his  heirs. 

Upon  these  facts  the  circuit  court  concluded  that,  "if  the 
words  her  heir,  used  in  said  will,  were  intended  by  the  tes- 
tator to  refer  to  the  unborn  child,  they  gave  such  child  a 
contingent  remainder,  dependent  upon  the  possible  subse- 
quent marriage  of  his  mother,  the  plaintiff,  and -were  not 
such  a  provision  for  such  child  as  is  contemplated  by  sec.  2286, 
K.  S."  "That,  if  such  words  referred  to  such  child,  they  do 
not  constitute  such  an  intentional  omission  to  provide  for 
such  child  as  is  mentioned  by  sec.  2287,  K.  S."  Thereupon 
judgment  dismissing  the  complaint  was  rendered,  and  the 
plaintiff,  Margaret^  and  the  defendants  JamesW.  Winter  and 
others  appealed. 

For  the  plaintiff  there  were  briefs  by  Morris  dk  Riley^  at- 
torneys, and  Charles  M.  Morris^  of  counsel,  and  oral  argu- 
ment by  Charles  M.  Morris.  They  contended,  inter  oLia^ 
that  the  will  made  a  provision  for  the  child,  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  statute  (sec.  2286,  R.  S.  18Y8).    Dodge  v.  Stevens^ 
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105  N.  Y.  585;  0%lom  v.  Jeferson  Nat.  Bank,  116  111.  130; 
Ilawhe  V.  C.'ds  W.  L^ R.  Co.  166  id.  561;  Minotj  Petitioner, 
164  Mass.  38;  Leonard  v.  Enochs,  92  Ky.  186.  The  word 
heir  was  specifically  intended  to  designate  the  unborn  child. 
If  the  reversionary  interest  was  not  a  provision  adequate  to 
satisfy  the  statute,  it  is  still  sufficient  to  show  that  the  child 
was  in  the  testator's  mind.  All  that  is  necessary  to  show  is 
that  the  matter  was  in  the  mind  of  the  testator  anci  by  him 
deliberately  acted  upon.  Prentiss  v.  Prentiss,  11  Allen,  47; 
Wild  V.  Brewer,  2  Mass.  570;  Church  v.  Crocker,  3  id.  17; 
Peters  v.  Slder,  126  id.  135;  Wilder  v.  Ooss,  14  id.  357,  359; 
Beck  V.  Metz,  25  Mo.  70 ;  Ilockensmith  v.  Slusher,  26  id.  237. 
Specific  mention  in  the  will  completely  destroys  the  applica- 
tion of  every  case  the  respondent  can  cite. 

A,  O.  Zimmerman,  for  the  defendant  appellants,  except 
infants. 

Sam.  T.  Swansea,  guardian  ad  litem,  for  the  infant  appel- 
lants. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Spooner,  Sanhom 
<&  Spooner,  and  oral  argument  by  A.  L.  Savibom  and  W.  M. 
Spooner.  They  contended,  inter  alia,  that  a  contingent  re- 
mainder is  not  such  a  provision  for  a  child  born  after  the 
making  of  the  will  as  to  bring  the  case  within  the  statute. 
WiUard^s  Estate,  68  Pa.  St.  327;  IlollingswortK s  Appeal,  51 
id.  518;  Ramsdill  v.Wentworth,  101  Mass.  125;  Bancroft  v. 
Ives,  3  Gray,  367;  Bowen  v.  Iloxie,  137  Mass.  527;  Potter 
V,  Brovm,  11  R.  I.  232;  Rhodes  v.  Weldy,  46  Ohio  St.  234; 
IloUomun  v.  Copeland,  10  Ga.  80;  Lamplugh  v.  Lamplugh, 
1  P,  Wms.  Ill;  Waterman  v.  Hawkins,  63  Me.  156. 

TViNSLow,  J.  The  will,  though  hastily  and  inartificially 
drawn,  is  easily  understood,  and  we  think  its  construction 
is  in  no  way  uncertain.  The  testator  was  upon  his  death- 
bed, stricken  with  an  acute  disease.  He  was  entirely  con- 
scions,  and  knew  that  his  death  was  at  hand.  He  had  no 
Vol.  98- 19 
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living  children,  and  knew  that  his  wife  was  pregnant  by 
him.  The  will  was  evidently  intended  to  give  his  wife  two 
thirds  of  his  entire  estate  if  she  remained  his  widow;  but, 
if  she  remarried,  she  was  to  retain  but  one  of  these  thiixls, 
and  the  other  was  to  go  to  her  unborn  child.  The  remaining 
third  was  to  go  to  his  brother,  David  Winter.  We  think 
there  is  no  reasonable  doubt  but  that  the  words  "her  heir," 
in  the  will,  referred  to  the  unborn  child,  as  certainly  as 
though  the  words  "  her  unborn  child "  had  been  used,  in- 
stead of  "  her  heir."  In  fact,  it  was  admitted  by  the  respond- 
ent upon  the  argument  of  the  case  that  the  testator  evidently 
referred  to  the  unborn  child  when  he  used  the  words  in  the 
will.  This  fact  being  determined,  the  questions  in  the  case 
are  simply  as  to  the  effect  of  the  provisions  of  sec.  22S6,  R.  S. 
1878. 

This  section  provides,  in  substance,  that  where  a  testator 
dies,  leaving  an  unborn  child,  afterwards  born  alive,  such 
child  shall  abide  by  the  will,  in  case  (1)  the  will  makes  pro- 
vision for  it,  or  (2)  in  case  the  will  shows  that  the  testator 
intended  to  make  no  provision  for  it,  but  that  in  default  of 
either  of  these  contingencies  the  child  shall  inherit  as  though 
the  ancestor  had  died  intestate.  If,  therefore,  in  the  present 
case,  the  will  makes  provision  for  the  unborn  child,  within 
the  meaning  of  the  statute,  or  shows  the  intention  of  the 
testator  not  to  make  such  provision,  then  in  either  event 
the  will  must  control. 

We  agree  with  the  conclusion  of  the  circuit  judge  that 
the  remainder  limited  to  the  unborn  child  is  a  contingent 
remainder,  dependent  upon  the  possible  subsequent  mar- 
riage of  the  plaintiff.  Whether  a  contingent  remainder  of 
this  kind  constitutes  a  "provision"  for  the  child,  within  the 
meaning  of  the  section  quoted,  is  a  question  which  we  do  not 
find  it  necessary  to  decide.  The  decisions  in  other  jurisdic- 
tions upon  somewhat  similar  statutes  have  been  at  variance 
upon,  the  point.    That  it  is  not  a  "provision"  is  substan- 
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tially  held  ia  RJiodes  v.  Weldy^  46  Ohio  St.  234,  where  the 
cases  supporting  that  view  are  cited.  That  it  is  a  "  provis- 
ion "  is  held  in  Osborn  v.  Jefferson  Nat  Barik^  116  III.  130. 
But,  as  before  stated,  we  do  not  find  it  necessary  to  decide 
the  point  in  this  case,  because,  as  we  view  the  case,  the  re- 
sult in  either  event  is  the  same. 

It  is  clear  that  the  testator  referred  to  the  child  in  his 
will,  and  gave  it  a  contingent  remainder  in  one  third  of  his 
estate.  It  also  seems  clear  that  he  intended  to  give  the  child 
just  what  the  terms  of  the  will  give  it.  Now,  if  such  a  con- 
tingent remainder  be  a  "  provision "  for  the  child,  within 
the  meaning  of  the  statute,  then  the  first  contingency  above 
named  has  happened,  and  the  will  must  prevail ;  and  if,  on 
the  other  hand,  such  a  remainder  is  not  a  "  provision,"  then 
(the  testator  having  intended  to  do  just  what  the  will  de- 
clares) the  will  shows  the  intention  of  the  testator  not  to 
make  a  "  provision "  for  the  child,  within  the  meaning  of 
the  statute,  and  the  will  must  likewise  prevail.  The  word 
"provision"  must  have  the  same  construction  when  it  is 
used  in  two  parts  of  the  same  section,  and,  giving  it  that 
construction,  we  see  no  logical  escape  from  the  conclusion 
above  stated. 

The  widow,  therefore,  is  entitled  to  one  third  of  the  real 
estate,  the  heir  of  Washington  G.  Winter,  Jr.,  to  one  third, 
and  the  heirs  of  David  Winter  to  one  third. 

By  the  Court. —  Judgment  reversed,  and  action  remanded 
with  directions  to  enter  judgment  of  partition  in  accord- 
ance with  this  opinion. 
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^^  j     Hughes,  Respondent,  vs.  The  Wisconsin  Odd  Fellows'  Mu- 

117      2  32  TUAL  Life  Insurance  Company,  Appellant. 

December  15, 1897— January  11, 1898, 

Mutual  life  insurance:  Power  of  directors  to  adopt  by-laws:  Change  in 
by-laws  modifying  contract:  Forfeiture:  Waiver. 

1.  Where  the  act  incorporating  a  mutual  life  insurance  company 
(sea  4,  cli.  48,  P.  &  L.  Laws  of  1869)  conferred  upon  the  board  of 
directors  power  to  enact,  repeal.,  alter,  or  amend  all  by-laws,  rules, 
and  regulations  for  the  management  of  the  affairs  of  this  company 
not  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this  charter,  nor  contrary 
to  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States,  that  body  had 
power  to  pass  a  by-law  providing  that  certificates  of  membership 
should  be  rendered  absolutely  void  in  case  the  insured  came  to  his 
death  by  his  own  hand  in  any  manner  other  than  by  accident 

19.  Where  a  member  of  a  mutual  life  insurance  company  stipulated  in 
his  application,  which  formed  part  of  the  contract  of  insurance, 
that  he  would  "  conform  in  all  respects  to  the  by-laws,  rules,  and 
regulations  of  this  company  now  in  force,  or  which  may  be  here- 
after adopted  by  the  same  or  its  board  of  directors,*'  he  and  his 
beneficiaries  are  as  effectually  bound  by  an  amendment  to  the  by- 
laws^  adopted  by  the  board  of  directors  after  the  policy  took  effect, 
avoiding  it  in  case  the  insured  committed  suicide,  as  if  such  by-law 
had  been  in  force  at  the  time  he  became  a  member.  Jtforrtson  r. 
Wis,  0.  F,  M.  L.  Ins,  Co.  69  Wi&  162,  distinguished. 

3.  A  mutual  life  insurance  company  did  not  waive  its  right  to  insist 

upon  a  forfeiture  by  accepting  and  retaining  proofs  of  loss  and 
paying  two  other  policies,  without  objection,  and  arranging  with 
the  beneficiary,  through  its  secretary,  for  her  to  attend  meetings 
of  the  board  of  directors  at  which  the  matter  of  her  claim  was  to 
be  considered,  notwithstanding  she  incurred  some  expense  in  at- 
tending such  meetings. 

4.  The  charter  and  by-laws  of  a  mutual  insurance  company  provided 

for  assessments  on  members  whenever,  in  the  opinion  of  the  secre- 
tary, the  policy  fund  was  insufficient  to  pay  outstanding  unpaid 
losses.  Notice  of  an  assessment  to  replenish  such  fund  stated 
that  the  company  had  received  notice  and  proof  of  death  of  plaint- 
iff's insured  and  eleven  others,  specifying  the  amount  for  which 
each  was  insured.  It  was  not  shown  how  much,  if  any,  of  this 
assessment  was  collected,  or  that  any  specific  part  of  it  was  paid. 


Wis.]  JANUARY  TEEM,  1898.  29a 

Hughes  vs.  The  Wisconsin  Odd  Fellows'  Mutual  Life  Inpt  Ca 

collected,  or  appropriated  to  pay  the  plaintiflf's  claim*  Aeld,  that 
such  replenishing  of  the  policy  fund  did  not  involve  any  admission 
of  liability  on  account  of  plaintiff's  claim,  or  any  waiver  of  a  for- 
feiture of  the  policy  under  which  she  claimed,  by  reason  of  the 
suicide  of  the  insured. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
county:  R.  G.  Siebeoker,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 

This  action  was  brought  upon  a  contract  of  life  insurance 
against  the  defendant,  a  corporation  organized  under  cb.  43, 
P.  &  L.  Laws  of  1869,  and  acts  amendatory  thereof.  It  was 
organized  to  insure  the  lives  of  its  members  upon  a  mutual 
plan,  similar  to  that  generally  adopted  by  so-called  mutual 
benefit  societies.  Plaintiffs  husband,  B.  B.  Hughes,  became 
a  member  of  the  company  in  1876,  and  was  insured  in  the 
sum  of  $1,000.  He  afterwards  increased  his  insurance  to  the 
sura  of  $3,000  by  separate  contracts,  the  last  $1,000  having 
been  taken  in  1881.  In  1883  the  plan  of  insurance  was  mod- 
ified in  some  respects,  and  new  certificates  were  issued  in 
lieu  of  those  previously  held  by  members,  including  those 
held  by  Hughes,  which  new  certificates  were,  however,  based 
upon  the  former  applications. 

At  the  time  of  eifecting  the  insurance  for  which  this  action 
was  brought  the  plaintiflf's  husband  signed  and  presented  to 
the  company  an  application  in  writing,  dated  June  11, 1881, 
in  the  form  of  questions  and  answers,  one  of  which  is  as  fol- 
lows: "(14)  Will  you  make  punctual  payment  of  all  assess- 
ments for  which  you  may  become  liable,  and  conform  in  all 
respects  to  the  by-laws,  rules,  and  regulations  of  this  com- 
pany now  in  force,  or  which  may  hereafter  be  adopted  by 
the  same  or  its  board  of  directors?  Yes."  At  that  time 
there  was  no  provision  in  the  charter  or  by-laws  of  the  com- 
pany for  forfeiting  or  avoiding  its  contracts  in  case  of  suicide 
by  the  insured;  but  in  February,  1886,  the  board  of  direct- 
ors of  the  company  duly  adopted  the  following  by-law: 
"Every  certificate  of  membership  shall  be  and  become  whollj^" 
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forfeited  and  utterly  void  and  of  no  binding  force  and  effect 
whatever  upon  the  company,  ...  if  the  insured  shall 
die  ...  by  suicide,  felonious  or  otherwise,  sane  or  in- 
sane, or  by  his  own  hand,  in  any  manner  whatever,  or  under 
any  circumstances  other  than  by  accident;  .  .  .  and  no 
money  shall  be  paid  upon  any  certificate  of  membership  thus 
forfeited."  Section  4  of  the  charter,  in  force  at  the  time  of 
effecting  the  contract  in  suit,  provides  that  "  the  directors 
are  empowered  to  enact,  repeal,  alter,  or  amend  all  by-laws, 
rules,  and  regulations  for  the  management  of  the  affairs  of 
this  company  not  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this 
charter,  or  contrary  to  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the 
United  States  or  of  this  state."  The  original  charter  con- 
tained this  provision,  and  it  was  retained  therein  and  in  the 
amended  or  revised  charter. 

The  insured  died  by  his  own  hand,  December  7,  1894;  all 
of  the  insurance  held  by  him  in  the  defendant  company  being 
then  in  force.  The  company  paid  $2,000  thereof,  but  re- 
fused to  pay  the  $1,000  effected  in  1881,  for  the  recovery  of 
which  this  action  was  brought.  The  contention  of  the  com- 
pany was  that,  under  the  provisions  of  its  charter  and  the 
stipulations  contained  in  the  application  for  membership,  it 
had  the  right  to  amend  its  by-laws  so  as  to  avoid  certificates 
on  account  of  suicide,  and  that  the  insured  was  bound  by 
such  by-laws,  though  enacted  after  he  became  a  member. 
The  trial  court  ruled  that  the  company  did  not  possess  this 
power,  and  that  members  were  not  bound  by  by-laws  enacted 
subsequently  to  their  becoming  members,  and  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  testimony  directed  a  verdict  for  the  plaintiff 
for  the  amount  claimed,  upon  which  judgment  was  rendered 
for  the  plaintiff,  and  from  which  the  defendant  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Z.  U,  Mead  and 
G.  K  Estabrook^  attorneys,  and  Quarles^  Spence  dk  Quarlea^ 
of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  George  Lines.  They 
argued,  among  other  things,  that  where,  in  any  of  the  instru- 
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ments  forming  the  contract  for  insurance  in  a  mutual  benefit 
society,  the  insured  agrees  to  be  bound  by  laws  passed  after 
he  becomes  a  member,  such  stipula,tion  is  as  valid  and  bind- 
ing as  any  other  part  of  the  contract.  Supreme  Command- 
ery  Knights  of  Golden  Rule  v.  Ainsworth^  71  Ala.  436,  4G 
Am.  Rep.  332;  Supreme  Lodge  K.  of  P.  v.  ZaMalta^  95  Tenn. 
157,  30  L.  R.  A.  838;  Daughtry  v.  Knights  of  Pythias^  48 
La.  Ann.  1203;  Stohr  v.  San  Francisco  M.  F.  Soc.  82  Cal. 
557;  Fugure  v,  Mut  Soc.  of  St.  Joseph^  46  Vt.  362;  PoulU 
ney  v.  Bachm^n^  31  Hun,  49 ;  May  v.  N.  Y.  S.  R.  F.  Soc. 
14  Daly,  394;  Niblack,  Ben.  Soc.  &  Ace.  Ins.  §  26;  1  Riddle, 
Ins.  §  54;  McCoy  v.  N.  W.  Mut.  R.  Asso.  92  Wis.  577. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Bashford^  AyU 
ward  &  Spemley,  and  oral  argument  by  R.  M.  Bashford. 
They  contended,  inter  alia^  that  the  forfeiture  was  waived 
as  a  matter  of  law  by  the  appellant  by  calling  for  proofs  and 
requiring  the  respondent  to  incur  expense  in  connection  with 
the  claim,  after  it  had  full  knowledge  of  the  cause  of  death ; 
and  by  collecting  assessments  to  pay  the  loss.  Kidder  v. 
Knights  Templars  &  M.  L.  I.  Co.  94  Wis.  538;  Seihel  v.  N. 
W.  Mut  R.  Asso.  id.  253;  Pool  v.  Milwaulcee  M.  Ins.  Co. 
91  id.  530;  Erdmann  v.  Mut.  Ins.  Co.  0.  IL  S.  44  id.  376; 
Cannon  v.  Home  Ins.  Co.  53  id.  593 ;  Jerdee  v.  Cottage  Grove 
F.  Ins.  Co.  75  id.  345;  K  W.  Mut.  L.  Ins.  Co.  v.  Ger- 
mania  F,  Ins.  Co.  40  id.  446.  Appellant  is  conclusively 
estopped  to  deny  liability  after  collecting  assessments  to  pay 
the  loss.  Hurd  v.  Doty^  86  Wis.  1,  14;  Bullwinkel  v.  Gut- 
tenherg^  17  id.  583;  Lafebre  v.  Board  of  Education  of  Supe- 
rior^ 81  id.  660,  664;  Kiewert  v.  Rindslcopf  46  id.  481 ;  Cairns 
V.  O^Bleness^  40  id.  469;  La  Pointe  v.  Ashland^  47  id.  251; 
Camper  v.  State,  47  id.  535;  Remington  v.  Ward,  78  id.  539; 
Heckman  v.  Swartz,  50  id.  267;  Wells  v.  McGeoch^  71  id. 
196;  GiUmore  v.  Roberts,  79  id.  450. 

PiNNEY,  J.  1.  The  principal  question  presented  by  this 
appeal  is  whether  the  assured,  Hughes,  was  bound  by  the 


29ft         SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.  [9» 

Hughes  Ys,  The  Wisconsin  Odd  Fellows'  Mutual  Life  In&  Ca 

by-law  adopted  by  the  board  of  directors  of  the  defendant 
company  in  February,  1886,  after  the  contract  of  insurance 
had  been  perfected,  by  which  "every  certificate  of  member- 
ship shall  be  and  become  wholly  forfeited  and  utterly  void, 
and  of  no  binding  force  and  effect  whatever  upon  the  com- 
pany, ...  if  the  insured  shall  die  ...  by  suicide, 
felonious  or  otherwise,  sane  or  insane,  or  by  his  or  her  own 
hand,  in  any  manner  whatever,  or  under  any  circumstances 
other  than  by  accident:  .  .  .  and  no  money  shall  be- 
paid  upon  any  certificate  of  membership  thus  forfeited/' 
It  is  contended  that  this  by-law  was  void  for  want  of  au- 
thority on  the  part  of  the  directors  to  adopt  it,  and  that  the 
assured  never  in  any  manner  consented  to  this  by-law.  In 
2  Cook,  Stock,  §  700a,  it  is  said  that:  "By-laws  are  to  be 
made  by  the  stockholders  in  meeting  assembled.  .  .  . 
The  directors  have  no  inherent  power  to  make  by-laws* 
But  the  stockholders  may  delegate  to  the  directors  the 
power  to  make  by-laws.  Frequently  the  charter  confers 
this  power  on  the  directors."  1  Beach,  Priv.  Corp.  §  311^ 
Angell  &  A.  Corp.  §  327. 

The  charter  of  the  defendant  corporation  has  always  pro- 
vided, in  respect  to  the  defendant  company,  ever  since  it 
was  organized,  that  the  directors  are  empowered  to  enact,, 
repeal,  alter,  or  amend  all  by-laws,  rules,  and  regulations 
for  the  management  of  the  affairs  of  this  company  not  in- 
consistent with  the  provisions  of  this  charter,  nor  contrary 
to  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States.  Orig- 
inal charter  (P.  &  L.  Laws  of  1869),  ch.  43,  sec.  4.  Sec.  6 
of  the  revised  charter  (ch.  1,  Laws  of  1887)  provides  that 
"the  board  of  directors  shall  have  power  and  authority 
.  .  .  to  enact,  amend,  alter,  or  repeal  all  by-laws,  rules^ 
and  regulations  for  the  management  of  the  affairs  of  the 
company  not  inconsistent  with  the  constitution  or  laws  of 
the  United  States  or  of  this  state;  and  generally  to  man- 
age and  control  the  business  and  affairs  of  the  company.'* 
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But  for  this  provision  of  the  charter,  the  power  to  pass  by- 
laws would  doubtless  be  vested  solely  in  the  stockholders. 
But  it  is  very  clear,  we  think,  that  the  power  to  pass  by- 
laws was  by  the  charter  expressly  delegated  to  and  vested 
in  the  directors  of  the  company,  and  we  cannot  doubt  that 
it  had  power  to  pass  the  by-law  in  question. 

The  assured,  in  his  application  for  membership,  stipulated, 
in  his  ansfwer  to  question  14  of  his  application,  to  "conform 
in  all  respects  to  the  by-laws,  rules,  and  regulations  of  the 
company  now  in  force,  or  which  may  he  hereafter  adopted 
by  the  same  or  its  hoard  of  director^P  The  provisions  of 
the  charter,  and  the  by-laws  and  regulations  adopted  pur- 
suant thereto  by  its  board  of  directors,  and  the  application 
of  the  assured  for  membership,  together  with  his  certificate 
of  membership,  all  enter  into  and  constitute  parts  of  the 
contract  of  insurance.  1  Bacon,  Ben.  Soc.  §§  161,  181,  and 
cases  cited ;  Niblack,  Ben.  Soc.  &  Ace.  Ins.  (2d  ed.),  136.  The 
by-law  in  question  rested  on  the  power  delegated  by  the 
charter  to  the  directors  to  pass  by-laws  and  regulations,  and 
upon  the  stipulation  of  the  member  "  to  conform  in  all  re- 
spects to  the  by-laws,  rules,  and  regulations  of  the  company 
then  in  force,  or  which  might  be  thereafter  adopted  by  the 
same  or  its  board  of  directors."  The  subsequent  by-law  re- 
lied on  by  the  company  to  defeat  a  recovery  may  be  fairly 
said  to  have  been  consented  to  by  the  insured.  He  stipu- 
lated, in  substance,  to  be  bound  by  the  action  of  the  corpo- 
ration at  large,  or  of  its  board  of  directors,  in  respect  to  its 
by-laws,  rules,  and  regulations.  This  was  the  effect' of  his 
contract,  and,  so  far  from  being  violative  of  the  provisions 
of  the  contract,  it  is  in  accordance  therewith,  and  with  the 
consent  of  the  assured  contained  in  his  application.  He  and 
his  beneficiary  stood  in  like  condition  as  to  the  rights  and 
interests  represented  by  his  membership  in  the  company  as 
a  member  of  the  civil  state,  having,  as  a  condition  of  the 
benefits  and  advantages  of  membership,  submitted  to  be 
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bound  as  such  member  by  the  action  of  the  proper  legisla- 
tive authority  of  the  state  or  company.  It  being  conceded 
that  "  the  assured  died  by  his  own  hand,"  the  act  by  which 
he  took  his  life  executed  at  once  the  provision  of  the  by-law 
in  respect  to  his  certificate  of  membership  in  the  company, 
and  rendered  the  certificate  thereof  eo  instanie  absolutely 
void,  without  any  other  act,  proceeding,  or  ceremony  what- 
ever. This  was  held,  under  like  circumstances,  in  the  case 
of  Schmidt  V.  Supreme  Tent  Knights  of  Maccahees^  97  Wis. 
^28,  in  respect  to  the  fact  that  the  assured  in  that  case  had 
engaged  in  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  which,  by  the 
terms  of  his  membership,  rendered  his  certificate  absolutely 
void  from  and  after  the  date  of  his  so  engaging  in  such  pro- 
hibited occupation. 

The  conclusion  at  which  we  have  arrived  is  that  the  death 
of  the  insured  by  his  own  hand  at  once  rendered  the  contract 
of  insurance  void,  both  as  to  the  member  and  his  beneficiary, 
and  is  sustained  by  many  well-considered  cases.  Supreme 
Commandery  K.  Q.  R,  v.  Ainsworihy  71  Ala.  436,  46  Am. 
Eep.  332;  Supreme  Lodge  K,  P.  v.  LaMaltay  95  Tenn.  157, 
30  L.  R.  A.  838 ;  Stohr  v.  San  Francisco  Musical  Fund  Soc. 
82  Cal.  557;  Fugure  v.  Mutual  Soc.  46  Vt.  362,  370;  Daugh- 
try  V.  Knights  of  Pythias^  48  La.  Ann.  1203.  We  think  that 
the  insured  might  and  did  contract  with  the  defendant  com- 
pany to  be  bound  and  affected,  in  reference  to  by-laws  and 
regulations  of  future  enactment,  as  fully  and  effectually  as 
if  such  laws  and  regulations  were  existing  at  the  time  he 
became  a  member,  and  might  consent  that  they  should  enter 
into  and  form  parts  of  the  contract,  modifying  or  varying 
the  rights  of  the  .parties.  We  are  unable  to  see  that  such 
laws  and  regulations  can  be  considered  as  in  violation  of 
public  policy.  There  is  nothing  in  the  case  of  Morrison  v. 
Wis,  O.  F.  M.  L.  Ins,  Co.  59  Wis.  162,  in  conflict  with  the 
conclusion  which  we  have  reached.  That  case  is  clearly  dis- 
tinguishable, in  that  in  that  case  there  was  no  consent,  either 
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actual  or  constructive,  on   the  part  of  the  insured,  to  the 
change,  either  of  the  charter  or  by-law. 

2.  It  is  contended  that  the  company  had  waived  the  for- 
feiture of  the  agreement  of  insurance  by  receiving  proofs  of 
loss  in  February,  1895,  and  retaining  the  same,  and  that  it 
subsequently  levied  an  assessment  to  pay  the  loss,  collected 
the  money,  and  paid  over  $2,000,  the  amount  of  the  losses 
on  the  other  two  contracts.  The  evidence  shows  that  the 
matter  of  the  plaintiffs  claim  was  turned  over  by  the  com- 
pany to  Mr.  Mead,  its  president,  for  investigation,  and  he 
afterwards  turned  the  same  over  to  Mr.  Hubbard,  the  agent 
of  the  company,  for  that  purpose;  and  finally,  as  there  was 
a  question  in  regard  to  the  claim,  the  secretary  and  other 
officers  declined  to  do  anything  about  it,  unless  the  directors 
so  ordered.  Mr.  Gallett,  also  a  member,  who  was  acting  for 
the  plaintiff,  made  an  arrangement  with  the  secretary  by 
which  the  plaintiff  might  attend  the  meetings  of  the  board 
of  directors,  as  she  did,  at  Prentice,  at  Milwaukee,  and  at 
Madison,  for  the  consideration  of  this  matter.  Arrangements 
were  also  made  for  her  to  attend  at  Stevens  Point,  where 
the  board  was  to  meet,  and  she  attended,  but  did  not  meet 
the  board.  It  appeared  that  she  had  paid  traveling  ex- 
penses for  herself  and  Mr.  Gallett  in  attending  these  meet- 
ings. At  the  meeting  of  the  board  in  June,  1895,  it  appeared 
"  that  the  loss  occasioned  by  the  death  of  B.  B.  Hughes  was 
discussed,  and  $2,000  ordered  to  be  paid,  and  the  balance  of 
$1,000  [here  in  dispute]  to  be  held  subject  to  a  decision  by 
the  supreme  court  in  a  case  similar  to  this."  It  also  ap- 
peared that  June  6,  1896,  at  the  meeting  of  the  board  in 
Milwaukee,  the  plaintiff  appeared,  and  "  on  motion  of  Mr. 
Ryan  further  consideration  of  this  claim  was  discussed." 
The  substance  of  the  entire  matter  appears  to  have  been 
that  the  parties  were  considering  and  discussing  the  plaint- 
iff's claim  with  the  expectation  of  agreeing  upon  a  mutual 
compromise  or  adjustment  of  it.     The  plaintiff  was  under 
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no  obligation  or  duty  to  meet  the  directors  on  these  or  other 
occasions.  The  fact  that  the  parties  did  meet  and  attempt 
to  adjust  this  claim,  although  the  plaintiflf  expended  money 
incidental  to  such  meetings,  constitutes  no  ground  for  say- 
ing that  the  defendant  thereby  waived  its  defense.  Parties 
may  meet  face  to  face,  and  endeavor  to  compromise  or  ad- 
just their  controversies,  without  waiving  their  rights  in  re- 
spect thereto. 

3.  The  record  fails  to  show  that  any  assessment  was  spe- 
cially made,  collected,  or  in  any  manner  appropriated,  for 
the  payment  of  the  loss  or  claim  in  dispute.  By  section  ^ 
of  the  by-laws  it  was  provided  that:  "Whenever  it  shall 
become  necessary  to  make  an  assessment  to  replenish  the 
policy  fund  as  provided  in  section  11  of  the  charter,  the  sec- 
retary shall  enter  in  a  book,  to  be  kept  for  that  purpose,  and 
known  as  the  assessment  book,  an  order  substantially  in  the 
following  form:  The  amount  in  the  policy  fund  being  insuf- 
ficient, in  the  opinion  of  the  secretary,  to  pay  all  outstand- 
ing unpaid  losses,  an  assessment,  to  be  known  as  Assessment 

No. of  the  year ,  is  hereby  made  and  levied  upon 

all  the  members  of  the  Wiscon8i7i  Odd  Fellows^ Mutual  Life 
Insurance   Company  to  replenish  said  fund.     Dated,  etc. 

,  Secretary."    Sec.  11  of  the  charter  (ch.  1,  Laws  of  1887) 

provided  that  "whenever  the  amount  in  the  policy  fund 
hereafter  provided  for  shall  be  insufficient  in  the  opinion  of 
the  secretary  to  pay  all  outstanding  unpaid  losses,  the  sec- 
retary shall  make  an  assessment  upon  the  members  of  the 
company  to  replenish  said  fund,  and  shall  notify  the  mem- 
bers thereof,"  etc.  Sec.  13  provides  that  there  shall  be  two 
funds,  namely,  the  policy  fund  and  the  reserve  fund.  "All 
death  losses  and  the  excess  of  the  company's  expenses  above 
the  income  of  the  reserve  fund,  if  any,  shall  be  paid  from 
and  out  of  the  policy  fund."  The  order  of  the  secretary  for 
an  assessment  to  replenish  the  policy  fund,  dated  March  1, 
1895,  was  put  in  evidence,  as  follows: 
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"  The  arao.unt  of  the  policy  fund  being  insuflBcient,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  secretary,  to  pay  all  outstanding  losses,  a 
double  assessment,  to  be  known  as  assessments  number  145 
and  146  for  the  year  1895,  is  hereby  made  and  levied  upon  all 
of  the  members  of  the  Wiscondn  Odd  Fellows^  MuUial  Life 
Insurance  Company  liable  to  pay  assessments  to  replenish 
said  fund. 

"  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  March  1st,  1895. 

"  J.  W.  OsTRANDBR,  Secretary." 

The  notice  given  under  said  order  stated  as  follows:  "We 
have  received  notice  and  proof  of  death  of  the  following 
named  members  since  our  last  assessment:  Mrs.  M.  Bowes, 
Beaver  Dam,  died  October  2nd,  1894,  insured  for  $1,000; 
B.  B.  Hughes,  Prentice,  died  December  7th,  1894,  insui*ed 
for  $3,000;"  and  specified  also  the  death  of  ten  other  per- 
sons and  the  amounts  for  which  they  were  insured.  The 
amount  of  the  policy  fund  of  the  company  on  hand  on  the 
31st  of  March,  1897,  was  $1,600.  The  evidence  wholly 
failed  to  show  how  much  of  the  assessment  thus  ordered,  if 
any,  was  collected,  or  that  any  specific  part  of  it  was  paid, 
collected,  or  appropriated  to  pay  the  claim  in  dispute.  If 
the  policy  fund  was  replenished  by  the  assessment  ordered, 
the  money  collected  was  the  money  and  property  of  the  de- 
fendant, which  it  had  the  right,  as  against  the  plaintiff,  to 
hold,  use,  and  appropriate  as  it  might  see  fit.  We  cannot 
say  that  replenishing  its  policy  fund  by  the  assessment  in- 
volves any  admission  of  the  plaintiff's  claim,  or  of  any  lia- 
bility .  on  account  of  it,  or  waiver  of  the  forfeiture  upon 
which  the  defendant  insists. 

It  follows  from  these  views  that  the  defendant  established 
a  complete  defense  to  the  action,  and  that  the  court  erred 
in  directing  a  verdict  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff. 

By  ike  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  trial. 
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I  i^  -go2  Hooe  and  others,  Appellants,  vs.  The  Chicaoo,  Milwatoeb 

..  '^  ^qqqI  ^  ^^*  Paul  Railway  Company,  Respondent. 

1 12       U 1 6l  December  15,  1897 — January  11, 1898. 

Bailroads:  Taking  of  land:  Proceedings  by  remaindermen  to  recover 
compensation:  Limitatiorts:  Election  of  remedies:  Wdtrcr. 

1.  A  proceeding  by  remaindermen  to  recover  compensation  under  sec. 
1853,  R.  S.  1878,  for  the  taking  of  land  by  a  railroad  company  is  an 
action  for  an  injury  to  the  inheritance  within  the  meaning  of  sec. 
2198.  providing  that  remaindermen  may  maintain  such  an  action 
notwithstanding  any  intervening  estate  for  life  or  years.  The 
running  of  the  statute  of  limitations  is,  therefore,  not  suspended 
during  the  intervening  estate. 

2l  Such  a  proceeding  by  remaindermen  must  be  commenced  within 
six  years  after  the  right  of  action  accrues,  or  it  wiU  be  barred 
under  subd.  5,  sec.  4222,  R.  S.  1878,  limiting  the  time  within  wiiich 
actions  to  recover  for  injuries  to  real  property  must  be  brought. 

8.  By  commencing  proceedings  under  sec.  1852,  R.  S.  1878,  for  the  tak- 
ing of  land  by  a  railroad  company,  remaindermen  elected  to  take 
the  compensation  provided  for  therein,  and  thereby  waived  all 
remedies  they  otherwise  might  have  had  for  the  recovery  of  the 
land  itself. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dane 
county:  R.  G.  Siebecker,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

This  is  a  proceeding  for  the  condemnation  of  certain  lands 
for  the  right  of  way  of  the  respondent's  railroad,  instituted 
by  the  appellants  against  the  railroad  company.  The  road 
has  been  built  and  in  complete  operation  since  June,  1856. 
The  appellants  are  the  heirs  at  law  and  devisees  under  the 
will  of  a  former  owner  of  the  land.  One  Alexander  S.  Hooe 
was  seised  of  the  lands  at  the  time  of  his  death.  He  died  in 
1847,  leaving  a  will,  whereby  he  left  all  his  estate  to  his 
widow,  Emilie  Hooe,  during  her  lifetime,  with  remainder  to 
their  children.  The  will  was  admitted  to  probate.  The 
appellants  are  the  children  of  the  testator  and  the  said  Em- 
ilie.   In  April,  1849,  the  widow  conveyed  the  lands  by  war- 
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ranty  deed  to  one  Abijah  Fox.  In  September,  1853,  Abijah 
Fox  convej'ed,  also  by  warranty  deed,  to  the  Milwaukee  & 
Mississippi  Eailroad  Company,  a  strip  of  land  across  the 
same  tract  for  right  of  way  for  its  railroad,  and  a  tract  for 
depot  grounds.  The  railway  company  entered  at  once  upon 
the  lands,  claiming  title  thereto  under  its  deed  from  Fox, 
and  constructed  its  road  and  depot.  The  road  was  conl- 
pleted  in  1856,  and  has  been  ever  since  in  complete  operation 
by  the  Milwaukee  &  Mississippi  Railroad  Company  and  its 
successors  in  title.  The  respondent  now  owns  and  operates 
the  road.  The  widow  died  July  5, 1885.  The  petition  which 
was  the  commencement  of  this  proceeding  was  filed  July  5, 
1895.  It  asks  for  the  appointment  of  commissioners  to  as- 
certain and  appraise  compensation  to  the  appellants  for  the 
taking  of  the  said  lands  for  the  right  of  way  of  its^  railroad 
and  depot  grounds.  The  respondent  claimed  title  to  the 
premises  by  adverse  possession  during  the  statutory  period. 
The  court  adjudged  the  appellants  to  be  without  title  to  the 
lands,  and  dismissed  the  petition,  with  costs.  The  appeal  is 
from  the  judgment  dismissing  the  petition. 

For  the  appellants  there  were  briefs  by  Bmhnell^  Rogers 
<6  Hallj  and  oral  argument  by  A.  R,  BushnelL  They  con- 
tended, inter  alia,  that  the  right  given  to  the  land  owner  to 
commence  proceedings  under  sec.  1852,  R.  S.  1878,  is  a  mere 
privilege  given  him  to  perform  a  duty  devolving  upon  the 
railroad  company,  if  the  latter  neglects  to  perform  it.  This 
privilege  is  about  the  equivalent  of  the  right  to  bring  ac- 
tions quia  timet,  to  avoid  anticipated  or  threatened  injury, 
against  which  no  statutes  of  limitation  run.  No  statute  of 
limitations  can  be  held  to  have  run  against  it,  as  long  as 
without  it  the  owner  would  have  a  right  by  ejectment  to 
recover  possession  of  the  land.  Sec.  1852  was  never  in- 
tended to  set  in  operation  any  new  statute  of  limitations. 
There  was  no  present  injury  to  the  remaindermen  until  the 
falling  in  of  the  life  estate.  Their  right  is  much  in  the  nature 
of  an  inchoate  right  of  dower,  against  which  the  statute  of 
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limitations  would  not  begin  to  run  in  favor  of  the  company 
until  it  became  vested,  because  until  then  no  right  of  posses- 
sion had  accrued.  The  statutes  of  limitation  cannot  prop- 
erly be  held  to  begin  to  run  against  anybody,  antil  there  is 
a  present  injury  to  his  rights.  The  statutes  applicable  to 
real  actions  and  rights  in  and  to  real  property  are  applica- 
ble to  actions  under  the  condemnation  statutes.  Tucker  v, 
C.y  St,  P.,  M.  (&  0.  E.  Co.  91  Wis.  576,  833. 

For  the  respondent  .there  was  a  brief  by  H.  H,  Field  and 
Oeo,  W,  Birdj  attorneys,  and  BiirUm  Uansony  of  counsel, 
and  oral  argument  by  J/r.  Bird. 

Newman,  J.  There  is  no  dispute  about  the  facts.  The 
contention  is  over  the  proper  application  of  the  law  to  the 
undisputed  facts.  It  is  whether  the  appellants  are  barred 
from  the  maintenance  of  this  proceeding  for  the  condemna- 
tion of  the  lands  for  respondent's  right  of  way,  by  any  stat- 
ute of  limitations.  The  contention,  in  substance,  is  that 
because  the  appellants  were  mere  remaindermen,  having  no 
right  of  action  to  recover  the  possession  of  the  land  from  a 
person  holding  under  the  life  tenant  until  after  the  termina- 
tion of  the  life  estate,  they  had  no  right  to  maintain  this 
proceeding.  So,  consequently,  the  statutes  of  limitation 
would  not  begin  to  run  against  them  until  after  the  termina- 
tion of  the  life  estate;  and  this  proceeding  was  begun  within 
ten  years  after  the  death  of  the  life  tenant.  So,  it  is  claimed 
the  appellants  are  not  barred  from  this  proceeding  by  any 
statute  of  limitation. 

It  is,  no  doubt,  the  law  that  the  appellants  could  not  have 
maintained  an  action  for  the  recovery  of  the  land  itself  dur- 
ing the  lifetime  of  the  life  tenant,  and  that  the  statute 
which  bars  the  recovery  of  the  lands  would  not  begin  to 
run  during  the  subsistence  of  the  life  estate.  Barrett  v. 
Stradly  73  Wis.  385-395.  But  it  is  not  perceived  that  these 
considerations  are  controlling  of  the  contention;  for  this  is 
not  a  proceeding  which  looks  to  a  recovery  of  the  possession 
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of  the  land  itself,  but  only  to  .the  recovery  of  damages  for 
the  taking  of  a  part  of  it  and  the  consequent  injnrj^  to  the 
whole  tract.  It  was  competent  for  the  appellants  to  insti- 
tute and  maintain  this  proceeding  at  any  time;  at  least, 
since  the  enactment  of  ch.  119,  Laws  of  1872  (R.  S.  1878, 
sec.  1852).  The  fact  that  they  were  merely  remaindermen 
did  not  disable  them  to  bring  an  action  for  such  an  injury 
to  their  estate  in  the  land.  R.  S.  1878,  sec.  2198.  Bat  an 
action  for  such* an  injury  must  be  brought  within  six  years 
after  the  right  of  action  accrues,  and  cannot  be  maintained 
afterwards.    R.  S.  1878,  sec.  4222,  subd.  6. 

It  is  the  settled  law,  since  the  enactment  of  ch.  119,  Laws 
of  1872,  that,  where  the  owner  of  land  has  permitted  a 
railway  company  to  locate,  construct,  and  operate  its  road 
thereon,  he  has  thereby  waived  and  lost  all  his  former  rem- 
edies for  the  recovery  of  the  land  or  for  injuries  to  it.  But 
all  such  former  remedies  are  merged  in  the  proceeding  for 
compensation,  provided  by  the  statute  itself.  J^rey  v.  D.y 
S.  S.  <&  A.  R,  Co.  91  Wis.  309.  It  may  well  be  that  the  con- 
sent of  the  life  tenant  to  the  occupation  of  the  land  by  the 
respondent  with  its  railroad  will  not  be  binding  upon  the 
remainderman.  So  that  the  former  remedies  may  remain 
to  him,  unless  he,  too,  consents.  But  these  appellants  have 
made  their  election  to  take  compensation.  This,  in  effect, 
ratifies  and  consents  to  the  occupation  of  the  land  by  the  re- 
sponrdent.  This  proceeding  is  virtually  an  action  for  com- 
pensation. If  not  in  strictness  an  action  for  damages  for 
an  injury  to  the  real  property,  it  is  the  only  legislative  sub- 
stitute for  such  an  action,  and  the  only  remedy  which  re- 
mained to  the  appellants  after  they  had  waived  a  recovery 
of  the  land  itself.  This  remedy  was  lost  to  them  by  their 
omission  to  assert  their  right  in  time.  They  are  foreclosed 
by  delay. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 

Vol,  98— 20 
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Bbybb  and  another,  Eespondents,  vs.  The  Town  of  Crandon 
and  others.  Appellants. 

December  i5, 1897 — January  11, 1898, 

Touma:  Highioays:  Illegal  contracta:  Collusion:  Restraining  collection 
of  judgment:  Rights  of  taxpayers:  Defect  of  parties:  Demand  upon 
officers  tohring  action,  when  unnecessary:  Pleading:  Equity:  Fraud: 
Evidence 

!•  A  defect  of  parties  plaintiff  cannot  be  readied  by  a  general  de- 
murrer to  the  complaint. 

2l  In  an  action  by  taxpayers  of  a  town  to  restrain  the  collection  of  a 
judgment  against  the  town  on  the  ground  that  it  was- fraudulent 
and  illegal,  allegations  of  the  complaint  that  the  town  officers,  at 
the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  action,  were  in  collusion 
with  the  owner  of  the  alleged  fraudulent  claim  to  enforce  its  pay 
ment  out  of  moneys  raised  by  taxation  and  had  caused  a  similar 
action  instituted  in  its  name  to  be  discontinued,  are  held  to  state 
the  existence  of  conditions  rendering  ineffectual,  and  therefore 
unnecessary,  a  demand  upon  the  proper  town  officers  to  bring  the 
action. 

8.  In  order  that  a  road  may  become  a  legal  highway  under  sea  1295. 
R  S.  1878,  by  reason  of  its  having  been  laid  out  and  recorded  and 
worked  for  three  years,  there  must  be  at  least  an  order  laying  out 
the  highway,  made  by  the  proper  officers  and  filed  in  the  office  of 
the  town  clerk  of  the  town  in  which  it  is  situated. 

4  A  contract  with  a  town  for  work  upon  a  highway  having  no  legal 
existence  is  illegal. 

Si  A  contract  with  a  town  for  work  upon  a  highway,  which  expressly 
provided  that  the  work  should  be  paid  for  out  of  a  tax  to  be  levied 
the  next  year,  after  the  term  of  office  of  the  supervisors  would 
have  expired,  there  being  no  money  in  the  treasury  applicable  to 
the  work  or  taxes  levied  or  about  to  be  levied  therefor,  is  illegal 
and  void. 

0.  Where  officers  of  a  town  contract  in  excess  of  their  power,  no  lia- 
bility against  the  town  is  thereby  created,  legal  or  equitable,  from 
the  mere  fact  that  the  other  party  to  the  contract  has  performed 
and  the  town  has  had  the  benefit  of  the  work,  the  contractor  being 
chargeable  with  knowledge  that  no  authority  existed  for  creating 
a  debt  against  the  town  for  work  under  the  contract 
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7.  In  an  action  to  restrain  the  collection  of  a  judgment  against  a  town, 
founded  on  an  illegal  contract,  evidence  that  the  proper  town  offi- 
cers knew  the  foundation  of  the  claim  when  the  suit  to  recover 
therefor  was  brought,  and  not  only  failed  to  defend  but  advised 
its  being  put  into  judgment,  is  held  sufficient  to  establish  ooUusion 
and  fraud. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Forest 
county:  John  Goodland,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  by  taxpayers  of  the  county  of  Forest  against  the 
town  of  Crandouy  in  said  county,  and  the  town  treasurer  of 
such  town,  and  the  executors  of  the  estate  of  R.  B.  Lang- 
don,  deceased,  to  enjoin  the  payment  of  a  judgment  against 
such  town  rendered  in  fa^or  of  Langdon  in  his  lifetime,  and 
owned  by  such  executors  as  his  personal  representative.  The 
ground  upon  which  it  was  sought  to  enjoin  the  payment  of 
the  judgment  was  that  it  was  fraudulent  and  illegal,  and 
that  the  oflScers  of  the  town  permitted  it  to  be  entered  with 
knowledge  of  the  facts.  The  issues  formed  by  the  pleadings, 
were  tried  by  the  court,  which  resulted  in  findings  of  fact 
and  conclusions  of  law,  in  substance,  that: 

(1)  Plaintiffs  were  taxpayers  of  the  town  of  Crandon  as 
alleged  in  the  complaint; 

(2)  Proceedings  were  had  to  lay  out  a  certain  highway  in 
the  town,  called  the  "  North  Eoad,"  but  the  law  in  that  re- 
gard was  not  complied  with; 

(3)  No  tax  was  levied  or  money  raised  to  be  expended  on 
said  road; 

(4)  October  12, 1892,  the  town  board  let  a  contract  to  one 
Bailey  for  doing  work  on  such  road  for  the  sum  of  $600,  to 
be  paid  out  of  the  tax  levy  of  1893; 

(5)  November  29, 1892,  the  contract  was  accepted  and  a 
bill  allowed  therefor  in  the  sum  of  $570,  but  no  claim  was 
laid  before  the  town  board  of  audit  of  the  town; 

(6)  After  the  allowance  of  the  claim,  Bailey  assigned  it  to 
E.  B.  Langdon; 
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(7)  Judgment  was  rendered  in  favor  of  such  assignee,  with 
knowledge  of  the  facts  on  the  part  of  the  chairman  of  the 
supervisors  of  the  town  and  the  town  clerk,  July  17,  1893, 
for  $570  damages  and  $30.10  costs. 

Upon  these  facts  the  court  decided  that  the  road  was  not 
legally  laid  out;  that  the  contract  was  let  without  authority 
of  law,  and  was  illegal  and  void;  that  the  judgment  was 
collusive  and  fraudulent;  and  that  judgment  should  be  ren- 
dered according  to  the  prayer  of  the  complaint. 

The  facts  found  by  the  court,  and  the  conclusions  of  law, 
were  duly  excepted  to,  and  defendants  appealed  from  the 
judgment. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  Brief  by  A.  W,  Shelton  and 
Paul  Browne^  and  a  supplemental  brief  by  Samuel  Shaw, 
and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Shdton  and  Mr.  Shaw. 

For  the  respondents  there  Was  a  brief  by  George  W.  LaUa^ 
attorney,  and  John  T.  Fish^  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument 
by  Mr.  Fish. 

Marshall,  J.  At  the  commencement  of  the  trial  defend- 
ants' counsel  objected  to  any  evidence  under  the  complaint, 
which  objection  was  overruled,  and  error  is  assigned  on  such 
ruling  because  the  action  was  brought  in  the  name  of  the 
plaintiffs  alone  instead  of  on  behalf  of  all  the  taxpayers  of 
the  town;  and  further  because  there  is  no  allegation  in  the 
complaint  of  a  request  of  the  defendant  town  to  bring  the 
action,  and  a  refusal  so  to  do. 

It  is  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  first  ground  stated,  that  if 
a  defect  of  parties  plaintiff  exists  —  and  none  is  perceived  — 
such  defect  cannot  be  reached  by  a  general  demurrer  to  the 
complaint.  That  is  elementary.  NeviZ  v.  Cliff ord^  55  Wis. 
161. 

It  is  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  second  ground  urged  in 
support  of  the  objection  that  it  is  expressly  alleged  that  the 
officers  of  the  town,  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of 


Wis.]  JANUAKT  TEEM,  1898.  309 

Beyer  and  another  vs.  The  Town  of  Crandon  and  othera 

the  action,  were  in  collusion  with  the  owner  of  the  alleged 
fraudulent  claim  to  enforce  its  payment  out  of  moneys  col- 
lected from  taxes  levied  on  taxable  property  in  the  town. 
That  shows,  reasonably,  that  a  demand  upon  the  town  offi- 
cers to  bring  the  action  would  have  been  ineffectual,  hence 
such  demand  was  not  necessary  as  a  condition  precedent  to 
the  right  of  plaintiffs  as  taxpayers  to  proceed  in  their  own 
names.  Unquestionably,  where  the  primary  duty  of  bring- 
ing an  action  for  the  benefit  of  a  corporation  rests  with  the 
corporation,  an  allegation  of  a  demand  upon  its  proper  offi- 
cers to  bring  such  action  and  their  refusal  so  to  do  is  essen- 
tial to  a  cause  of  action  in  favor  of  a  member  of  such  corpo- 
ration, unless  the  complaint  shows  the  existence  of  conditions 
rendering  such  demand  and  refusal  unnecessary.  It  has 
been  repeatedly  held  that  where  the  complaint  charges  that 
those  in  control  of  the  affairs  of  the  corporation  are  partici- 
pants in  promoting  the  wrong  sought  to  be  redressed,  such 
condition  is  a  sufficient  justification  for  not  making  the  de- 
mand, because  of  the  obvious  futility  of  it.  Doud  v,  TF".,  P. 
i&  S.  R,  Co.  65  Wis.  108;  Eschweiler  v.  Stowell,  78  Wis.  316. 
So  all  that  is  required  is  that  the  complaint  allege  a  demand 
upon  the  corporation  to  bring  the  action  and  a  refusal  to 
comply  therewith,  or  state  facts  showing,  to  a  reasonable 
certainty,  that  the  corporation  would  not  respond  favorably 
to  such  a  demand  if  made.  It  is  considered  that  the  allega- 
tions of  the  complaint  in  this  case,  showing  that  the  oflBcers 
of  the  defendant  town  had  caused  an  action  instituted  in  its 
name  to  be  discontinued,  and  that  they  were  acting  in  con- 
cert with  the  ownei*  of  the  alleged  fraudulent  claim  to  se- 
cure its  payment,  sufficiently  satisfies  that  rule. 

The  next  contention  made,  which  calls  for  consideration, 
is  that  the  claim  was  a  legal  claim  against  the  town,  because 
the  evidence  shows  that  the  road,  under  sec.  1295,  K.  S.  1878, 
was  a  legal  highway  by  reason  of  its  having  been  laid  out  and 
recorded  and  worked  for  three  years,  notwithstanding  the 
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law  may  not  have  been  in  all  respects  complied  with ;  and 
that  the  refusal  of  a  finding  to  that  effect,  requested  by  ap- 
pellants, was  error.  It  is  essential  to  a  legal  highway,  under 
such  section,  that  it  be  recorded,  that  is,  that  there  at  least 
be  an  order  made  by  the  proper  officers,  laying  out  such 
highway,  and  that  it  be  filed  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the 
town  in  which  the  road  is  situated.  Proof  on  that  point,  in 
the  judgment  of  the  trial  court,  failed,  and  we  see  no  good 
reason  for  disturbing  the  decision  in  that  regard.  So  the 
case  stands  with  the  finding  of  the  trial  court  as  a  verity  in 
the  case,  that  the  contract,  which  was  the  foundation  of  the 
alleged  fraudulent  claim,  was  for  work  on  a  highway  not 
having  auy  legal  existexice.  It  follows,  necessarily,  that  the 
contract  was  illegal;  and  it  was  as  clearly  illegal  for  the 
further  reason  that  there  was  no  money  in  the  treasury  ap- 
plicable to  payment  for  the  work,  nor  any  tax  levied,  nor 
intended  to  be  levied  before  the  contract  was  made,  or  in- 
tended to  be  levied  thereafter,  during  the  term  of  office  of 
the  officers  who  let  such  contract.  The  contract  expressly 
provided  that  the  work  should  be  paid  for  out  of  a  tax  to  be 
levied  the  next  year.  Town  officers  have  no  authority  what- 
ever to  contract  debts  to  be  paid  out  of  taxes  to  be  levied 
after  their  term  of  office  expires,  when  no  such  taxes  are 
authorized  by  law  or  have  been  voted  by  the  electors  of  the 
town,  and  all  such  contracts  are  therefore  illegal  and  void. 
But  it  is  said  that  the  claim  for  the  work  done  on  the  roatl 
is  an  equitable  claim,  because  the  town  has  the  road.  We 
see  no  good  ground  for  sustaining  that  contention.  The 
contractor  knew,  or  ought  to  have  known,  that  no  authority 
existed  for  making  the  contract  and  creating  a  debt  against 
the  town  for  work  under  it.  So  he  proceeded  at  his  peril, 
and  cannot  be  helped  out  on  the  ground  of  equitable  estop- 
pel, in  that  the  town  has  the  benefit  of  the  road.  If  it  be 
true  that  town  officers  can  contract  w^ith  a  person  for  work 
for  their  town  without  any  authority  so  to  do,  under  such 
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circumstances  that  such  person  is  chargeable  with  knowledge 
of  such  want  of  authority,  and  he  can  yet  perform  the  con- 
tract and  then  recover  of  the  corporation  upon  the  ground 
that  it  has  received  the  benefit  of  his  labor,  a  very  easy  road 
to  the  creation  of  indebtedness  against  towns  exists,  whereby 
taxpayers  can  be  burdened  with  ruinous  taxation  vvithout 
any  adequate  means  of  redress;  but  such  is  not  the  law.  Oa 
the  contrary,  where  oflScers  contract  in  excess  of  their  power, 
no  liability  against  the  corporation  is  thereby  created,  legal 
or  equitable,  from  the  mere  fact  that  one  party  to  the  illegal 
contract  has  performed. 

It  is  farther  said  that  there  was  no  fraud  op  collusion 
shown  in  obtaining  the  judgment,  therefore  that  the  in- 
debtedness has  passed  beyond  the  reach  of  taxpayers  to 
question  it  in  a  suit  in  equity  to  restrain  the  collection  of 
the  judgment.  Such  contention  can  hardly  be  maintained 
in  view  of  the  undisputed  evidence  that  the  officers  of  the 
town  knew  the  foundation  of  the  claim  when  suit  was 
brought  to  enforce  it.  They  knew,  or  ought  to  have  known, 
that  it  was  not  only  an  illegal  but  an  inequitable  claim. 
Therefore  it  was  their  duty  to  have  defended  against  the 
claim,  an^  their  failure  so  to  do  was  a  fraud  upon  the  tax- 
payers of  the  town,  whom  they  represented.  They  not 
only  neglected  their  duty  to  make  a  proper  defense  to  the 
illegal  claim,  but  they  advised  its  being  put  into  the  form 
of  a  judgment.  The  evidence  is  conclusive  that  they  col- 
luded with  the  claimant  to  enforce  payment  of  his  claim  in 
that  way,  as  the  only  practicable  wa}^,  under  the  circum- 
stances, by  which  he  could  collect  it.  E.  E.  Cook,  one  of  the 
town  board,  testified  that  he  notified  the  owner  of  the  claim 
that  there  was  no  money  to  pay  it,  and  advised  him  to  put 
it  into  the  fortn  of  a  judgment;  that  he  knew  it  was  for  work 
on  the  alleged  illegal  road,  and  that  the  people  were  never 
favorable  to  it;  that  the  board  were  in  favor  of  the  claim 
being  put  into  judgment.    This,  and  much  other  evidence 
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in  the  case,  amply  sustains  the  finding  of  the  trial  court 
that  the  judgment  was  coUusively  "obtained. 

The  case  falls  within  the  principles  of  N'evil  v.  Clifford^  55 
Wis.  161.  That  case  touches  this  at  every  point  and  unfa- 
vorably to  appellants.  The  circumstances  there  were  that 
officers  of  a  school  district,  without  authority  of  law,  con- 
tracted for  the  erection  of  a  school-house.  There  was  per- 
formance of  the  contract  on  the  part  of  the  contractor. 
Thereafter  such  officers  pretended  to  accept  such  building, 
and  caused  it  to  be  occupied  and  used,  but  without  authority 
from  the  taxpayers  or  electors  of  the  district.  Subsequently 
the  contractor  commenced  an  action  to  recover  on  the  con- 
tract, and  such  officers  permitted,  judgment  to  be  taken 
against  the  district.  Suit  was  then  brought  by  taxpayers 
to  enjoin  collection  of  the  judgment  because  illegal  and 
inequitable.  The  court  held  on  a  demurrer  ore  tenus  to  the 
complaint,  that  it  did  not  reach  a  defect  of  parties  plaintiff, 
and  further,  that  any  taxpayer,  or  several  taxpayers  unit- 
ing, or  one  taxpayer  on  behalf  of  all,  could  bring  an  action 
to  enjoin  the  payment  of  a  fraudulent  judgment;  that  the 
contract  for  the  construction  of  the  school-house,  being  in 
excess  of  the  authority  of  the  district  officers,  the  claim  of 
the  contractor  thereon  was  inequitable  as  well  as  illegal ; 
that  when  the  suit  was  brought  on  it,  it  was  the  duty  of  such 
officers,  representing  the  district,  to  defend;  that  their  neg- 
lect so  to  do,  and  permitting  the  suit  to  proceed  to  judgment, 
was  a  fraud  upon  the  taxpayers  of  the  district;  and  that 
any  taxpayer  could  maintain  an  action  to  restrain  its  pay- 
ment, on  the  general  principle  that  equity  will  entertain 
jurisdiction  of  a  bill  on  behalf  of  taxpayers  to  enjoin  the 
misapplication  of  moneys  of  the  corporation,  a^d  that  one 
or  more  taxpayers  may  file  a  bill  to  restrain  the  allowance 
or  payment  of  an  illegal  and  inequitable  claim,  such  as  a 
judgment  fraudulently  and  collusively  obtained. 

The  foregoing  leaves  nothing  further  that  need  be  said  in 
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this  case.  That  under  some  circumstances  a  taxpayer  may 
be  estopped  from  challenging  the  validity  of  an  illegal  claim, 
as  by  inducing  the  creation  of  the  debt  by  his  own  conduct, 
by  requesting  the  making  or  performance  of  the  contract, 
or  by  expressly  or  impliedly  assenting  thereto,  is  true,  but 
no  such,  or  any,  circumstances  appear  in  this  case  to  estop 
the  plaintiffs  from  maintaining  this  action. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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Promissory  notes:  Action  against  indorser:  Defense:  Application  of 
payments:  Counterclaim, 

1«  In  an  action  by  indorsers  of  a  note  against  a  prior  indorser  (the 
payee),  the  complaint  alleged  that  defendant  was  indebted  to 
plaintiffs;  that  they  had  refused  to  accept  the  note  as  a  payment 
on  such  indebtedness,  but  had  aided  him  in  procuring  a  purchaser 
for  the  note,  and  to  that  end  had  indorsed  it  for  his  sole  accom- 
modation and  benefit;  that  the  entire  consideration  was  paid  by 
the  purchaser  to  him,  and  that  he  paid  the  amount  so  received  to 
plaintiffs,  who  credited  him  therewith  on  his  indebtedness  to 
them;  that  plaintiffs  had  been  couipelled  to  pay  the  note;  and 
that,  after  crediting  defendant  with  a  payment  made  by  him  on 
account  of  his  liability  as  prior  indorser  and  with  the  proceeds  of 
mortgage  security,  a  balance  remained  due.  The  answer  substan- 
tially admitted  the  facts  stated,  but  alleged  that  plaintiffs  re- 
ceived the  note  as  so  much  paid  upon  defendant's  indebtedness 
to  them;  that  he  indorsed  the  note  at  their  request  and  for  their 
benefit;  and  that  just  before  the  foreclosure  sale  plaintiffs  agreed 
to  bid  on  the  sale  and  protect  and  save  him  harmless  from  any 
liability  on  the  note.  The  answer  further  alleged  that  before  the 
commencement  of  the  action  the  defendant  fully  paid,  satisfied, 
and  discharged  any  and  all  claims  which  the  plaintiffs  might 
have  against  him  by  reason  of  the  transaction;  but  no  counter- 
claim was  pleaded,  and  there  was  no  evidence  of  any  payment 
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except  as  stated.  Held,  that  the  defense  was  contrary  to  the  very 
nature  of  the  transaction,  and  wholly  without  merit 
2.  In  an  action  to  recover  a  balance  due  for  merchandise  sold  and  de- 
livered  to  the  defendant,  under  an  answer  admitting  the  purchase 
and  alleging  payment,  evidence  that  $500,  paid  to  plaintiffs  by 
defendant  on  account  of  another  transaction  before  the  merchan- 
dise was  purchased,  should  be  applied  as  payment  on  the  mer- 
chandise, was  inadmissible.  The  facts  entitling  defendant  to 
such  application  should  have  been  pleaded  as  a  counterclaim. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Outa- 
gamie county:  John  Goodland,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed, 

Herhert  Z.  Sweety  attorney,  and  A.  E.  Thorwpaony  of  coun- . 
sel,  for  the  appeUants. 

O,  11,  Dawson^  for  the  respondent. 

Oassodat,  0.  J.  The  complaint  alleges  two  causes  of  ac- 
tion: One  based  upon  facts  to  the  effect  that  Juno  23, 1893, 
the  defendant,  having  a  note  and  mortgage  for  $1,000,  exe- 
cuted to  him  by  one  Finnegan,  to  become  due  November  28, 
1893,  subject  to  two  prior  mortgages  for  the  aggregate 
amount  of  $11,000,  and, being  at  the  time  legally  indebted 
to  the  plaintiffs,  proposed  to  transfer  the  note  and  mortgage 
to  the  plaintiffs,  and  have  the  same  credited  upon  his  in- 
debtedness to  them;  that  the  plaintiffs  declined  to  accept 
of  the  same  as  paj^ment,  but  offered  to  aid  the  defendant  in 
making  sale  of  the  same,  to  which  the  defendant  consented; 
that  July  27, 1893,  the  plaintiffs  having  secured  one  Conant 
as  a  purchaser  of  the  note  and  mortgage,  and  to  effect  such 
purchase,  the  defendant  indorsed  the  note  and  assigned  the 
mortgage,  and  the  plaintiffs  indorsed  the  same  for  the  sole 
accommodation  and  benefit  of  the  defendant,  and  at  his  re- 
quest, and  the  same  was  thereupon  transferred  and  delivered 
to  Conant,  who  thereupon  paid  the  consideration  therefor 
wholly  to  the  defendant,  and  that  the  defendant  thereupon 
paid  the  plaintiffs  the  amount  so  received  from  Conant,  and 
the  same  was  credited  upon  the  defendant's  indebtedness  to 


Wis.]  JANUAKY  TERM,  18DS.  315 

Morgan  and  others  vs.  Hayes. 

them;  that  October  13,  1893,  the  holder  of  the  first  mort- 
gage commenced  an  action  to  foreclose  the  same,  and  judg- 
ment of  foreclosure  and  sale  was  entered  therein  January 
19, 1894;  that  when  the  Finnegan  note  became  due  the  same 
was  duly  presented  for  payment,  and  payment  thereof  duly 
demanded  and  refused,  and  that  said  note  was  thereupon 
duly  protested  for  nonpayment,  and  notice  of  protest  thereof 
duly  given  to  the  defendant  and  to  the  plaintiffs;  that  De- 
cember 8, 1894,  the  plaintiffs,  upon  demand  made  upon  them 
by  Conant,  paid  to  him,  as  the  lawful  owner  and  holder  of 
the  note,  the  full  amount  thereof,  with  interest  and  protest 
fees,  amounting  to  $1,148.74;  that  the  note  thereupon  be- 
came and  still  is  the  sole  property  of  the  plaintiffs;  that  after 
paying  the  note,  December  8,  1894,  the  plaintiffs  duly  noti- 
fied the  defendant  that  they  should  look  to  him  for  the 
amount  of  the  note  so  paid  by  them,  and  should  hold  him 
responsible  for  the  full  amount  of  the  same,  and  made  de- 
mand therefor;  that  December  30, 1894,  the  defendant  paid 
to  the  plaintiffs,  to  apply  on  his  liability  as  prior  indorserof 
the  said  note,  the  sum  of  $300;  that  the  mortgaged  premises 
were  sold  on  such  foreclosure  judgment,  March  11, 1895,  and 
bid  in  by  the  plaintiffs  for  $11,700,  and  that  such  sale  was 
thereupon  confirmed;  that  after  paying  off  the  amount  due 
on  such  two  prior  mortgages,  and  the  expenses  of  such  fore- 
closure and  sale,  there  was  a  surplus  of  $398,  which  the, 
plaintiffs  indorsed  as  so  much  paid  upon  said  Finnegan  note. 

The  complaint  contained  another  count  for  the  same  cause 
of  action  stated,  and  claimed,  as  a  balance  due  the  plaintiffs 
on  account  of  the  $1,148.74  paid  by  them  as  such  second  in- 
dorsers,  less  the  $500  so  paid  December  30,  1894,  and  the 
$398  surplus  on  the  sale,  $274  and  interest. 

The  answer  substantially  admits  the  facts  stated,  but  al- 
leges, in  effect,  that  the  plaintiffs  received  and  accepted  the 
Finnegan  note  and  mortgage,  June  23, 1893,  as  so  much  paid 
upon  his  indebtedness  to  them,  and  that  he  indorsed  the 
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note  at  the  request  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  plaintiffs;  and 
that  subsequently,  and  just  before  the  sale  on  foreclosure, 
the  plaintiflfs  agreed  to  bid  on  the  sale,  and  protect  and  save 
the  defendant  harmless  from  any  liability  thereon ;  and  fur- 
ther alleges  that,  prior  to  the  commencement  of  this  action, 
the  defendant  fully  paid,  satisfied,  and  discharged  any  and 
all  claims  wliich  the  plaintiflfs  might  have  against  him  by 
reason  of  the  transaction  stated.  .The  answer  contains  no 
counterclaim,  and  there  is  no  evidence  of  any  payment  on 
account  of  such  transaction,  except  as  stated. 

It  is  enough  to  say  that  the  defense  to  the  cause  of  action 
stated  is  contrary  to  the  very  nature  of  the  transaction,  and 
wholly  without  merit. 

The  complaint  alleges  another  cause  of  action,  to  the  effect 
that  between  April  26  and  May  16,  1895,  at  Oshkosh,  the 
plaintiflfs  sold  and  delivered  to  the  defeadant,'at  his  special 
instance  and  request,  goods,  w^ares,  and  merchandise  of  the 
value  of  $690.33,  as  per  account  attached;  that  the  defend- 
ant then  and  there  promised  and  agreed  to  pay  the  same  to 
the  plaintiflfs,  but  that  no  part  thereof  has  ever  been  paid, 
except  $190.33,  as  per  statement  attached;  that  there  is  now 
due  and  owing  to  the  plaintiflfs  from  the  defendant  for  such 
goods,  wares,  and  merchandise  the  sum  of  $500;  and  the 
plaintiflfs  demanded  judgment  against  the  defendant  upon 
the  several  causes  of  action  set  forth  in  the  sum  of  $774, 
with  interest,  together  with  their  costs  and  disbursements  in 
this  action. 

The  defendant's  answer  admits  having  purchased  and  re- 
ceived from  the  plaintiffs  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise 
to  the  amount  and  of  the  value  of  $690.33,  as  alleged,  but 
alleges  that  prior  to  the  commencement  of  this  action  the 
defendant  duly  paid,  satisfied,  and  discharged  the  claim  of 
the  plaintiffs  for  said  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise  by  fay- 
ment. 

There  is  no  evidence  of  any  payment  of  $500  or  any  other 
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sum  on  that  account,  except  as  stated  in  the  complaint.  The 
only  pretense  of  any  such  payment  is  that  the  $500  which  the 
defendant  paid  on  the  Finnegan  note,  December  30, 1894, — 
four  months  before  the  account  in  question  was  incurred — 
should  be  applied  on  this  account.  The  defendant,  as  a  wit- 
ness in  his  own  behalf,  admits  that  he  paid  the  $500  to  the 
plaintiffs  in  December,  1894,  on  the  Finnegan  note;  that 
after  he  had  so  paid  the  $500  on  that  note,  and  just  befo  e  the 
foreclosure  sale,  he  had  admitted  that  he  was  liable  for  the 
remaining  $500  and  interest  on  that  note;  that  he  had  re- 
quested the  plaintiffs  to  pay  back  the  said  $500  by  reason 
of  his  version  of  the  transaction  respecting  the  Finnegan 
note  and  mortgage  mentioned.  By  such  payment  of  the 
$500  in  December,  1894,  th*e  defendant  lost  all  further  claim 
to  it.  But,  even  if  it  were  otherwise,  it  was  not  set  up  by 
way  of  counterclaim,  and  the  plaintiffs  objected  to  any  such 
evidence  being  admitted  under  the  answer,  and  it  was  clearly 
not  admissible.  There  is  certainly  no  merit  in  any  branch 
of  the  defense. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  r^ 
versed,  and  the  cause  is  remanded  with  directions  to  render 
judment  in  favor  of  the  plaintiffs,  and  against  the  defend- 
ant^ as  prayed  in  the  complaint 
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Appeal:  Failure  to  bring  action  to  trial  after  reversal:  Waiver  of  right\^  ^1 
to  dismissal:  Special  verdict:  Appealable  order. 

1.  The  right  of  a  defendant  under  sec.  8072a,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.»  to 
have  the  complaint  dismissed  because  the  costs  were  not  paid  and 
the  cause  brought  to  trial  within  a  year  after  the  reversal  of  a 
judgment  in  plaintiff's  favor,  is  held  to  have  been  waived,  where 
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plaintiff  procured  the  record  to  be  remitted  within  two  months* 
and  active  negotiations  for  a  settlement  were  soon  commenced, 
which  were  continued  until  it  was  too  late  to  put  the  cause  upon 
the  calendar  of  any  term  within  the  prescribed  time»  especially 
where  defendant  accepted  the  costs  before  the  new  trial  began 
and  retained  them. 

2.  Failure  to  submit  for  special  verdict  questions  proposed  by  the  ap- 
pellant is  not  error,  where  such  questions  are  all  covered,  though 
in  a  different  form,  by  the  questions  actually  submitted,  and  such 
last-named  questions  are  not  objectionable. 

8.  Under  ch.  212,  Laws  of  1895,  an  order  denying  a  motion  to  dismiss 
an  action  under  sea  8072a,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.,  because  the  costs 
were  not  paid  and  the  cause  brought  to  trial  within  one  year  after 
reversal  of  a  judgment  in  plaintiff's  favor,  is  not  appealable. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Outagamie 
county:  John  Goodland,  Circuit' Judge.  Affirmed,  An  ac- 
companying appeal  from  an  order  is  dismissed. 

On  the  evening  of  May  13,  1885,  the  plaintiff,  while  driv- 
ing upon  one  of  the  public  streets  of  the  city  of  Sheboygan^ 
ran  over  a  mound  of  earth  placed  in  the  street  by  the  de- 
fendant Keseberg^  and  was  thereby  thrown  from  his  buggy 
and  seriously  injured.  This  action  was  brought  to  recover 
for  such  injuries.  It  has  been  tried  several  times,  and  has 
been  before  this  court  in  one  form  or  another  four  times. 
See  70  Wis.  318;  76  Wis.  335;  84  Wis.  302;  91  Wis.  191. 

Since  the  last  reversal  another  trial  has  been  had,  w-hich 
resulted  in  the  following  special  verdict:  "First:  Was  the 
plaintiff  injured  on  the  night  of  the  13th  of  May,  1885,  while 
riding  in  a  buggy,  by  running  into  a  mound  of  earth  in  front 
of  the  Keseberg  property,  in  the  city  of  Sheboygan^  and  being 
thrown  out  of  the  buggy  thereby?  Answer:  Yes.  Second 
question :  Did  such  mound  of  earth  render  such  street  de- 
fective and  dangerous  for  travel  over  the  same?  Answer: 
Yes.  Third  question :  Had  such  defect  or  obstruction  ex- 
isted for  such  a  length  of  time  before  the  accident  that  the 
city  of  Sheboygan^  by  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care,  ought 
to  have  known  of  same,  and  guarded  the  public  against  it? 
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Answer:  Tes.  Fourth  question:  Did  the  defenda,nt  Doro- 
thea Keseberg^  at  the  time  of  the  accident,  exercise  reasonable 
and  proper  care  to  warn  persons  traveling  on  said  street  of 
such  obstruction?  Answer:  No.  Fifth  question:  If  you 
answer  the  fourth  question  *  ISTo,'  then  was  such  failure  to 
warn  the  public  against  such  obstruction  the  proximate 
cause  of  the  plaintiflf's  injury?  Answer:  Tes.  Sixth  ques- 
tion: Was  the  plaintiflF,  at  the  time  of  the  accident,  using 
ordinary  care  and  prudence  in  ^;raveling  along  and  over  said 
street  in  question?  Answer:  Yes.  Seventh  question :  What 
amount  of  damages  has  the  plaintiff  sustained  by  reason  of 
the  injury?    Answer:  $5,000." 

From  judgment  for  the  plaintiff  upon  this  verdict  the  de- 
fendants have  appealed. 

For  the  appellants  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief  of 
Francis  Williams  and  A.  0.  Prescott 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  J.  E.  McMullen 
and  Barbers  cfe  Beglingery  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Mo- 
JUtdlen. 

WiNSLow,  J.  It  is  a  matter  of  sincere  congratulation  to 
all  parties  that  the  end  of  this  protracted  litigation  has  at 
last  been  reached.  Careful  examination  of  the  record  fails 
to  disclose  any  reversible  error.  The  points  made  by  the 
appellants  will  be  briefly  noticed. 

1.  A  motion  was  made  iu  the  circuit  court,  based  upon 
sec.  3072a,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.,  in  November,  1896,  to  dis- 
miss the  action  because  the  plaintiff  had  not  brought  the 
case  to  trial,  and  paid  the  costs  upon  the  last  reversal  of  the 
action  (which  took  place  October  22,  1895),  within  a  year 
after  such  reversal.  It  appeared  by  the  affidavits  submitted 
upon  the  hearing  of  the  motion  that  the  defendants  paid  the 
fees  of  the  clerk  of  this  court,  and  that  the  record  was  re- 
mitted to  the  circuit  court  in  December,  1895,  and  that 
active  negotiations  were  soon  commenced  by  the  parties  for 
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settlement  of  the  cause,  and  that  by  reason  thereof  the  case 
was  not  put  upon  the  spring  calendar,  1896,  and  that  sach 
negotiations  actively  continued  until  the  summer  of  1896, 
-when  it  was  too  late  to  put  the  cause  upon  the  calendar  of 
any  term  within  the  prescribed  year,  as  there  was  no  jury 
term  to  be  held  until  November.  Upon  this  showing  the 
motion  was  denied,  and  the  action  was  brought  to  trial  in 
January,  1897,  the  plaintiiBP  paying  the  costs -upon  reversal, 
and  the  defendants  accepting  the  same  on  the  4th  of  Janu- 
ary, 1897,  before  the  jury  was  called.  We  think  that  under 
the  rule  stated  by  this  court  in  Whereatt  v.  EUis^  85  Wis. 
340,  the  defendants  waived  the  benefit  of  the  provi^ons  of 
sec.  3072a.  If  there  were  any  doubt  about  this  conclusion, 
it  was  certainly  removed  by  the  acceptance  and  retention 
of  the  costs  before  the  trial  began. 

2.  The  defendants  assign  error  because  the  court  refused 
to  submit  certain  proposed  questions  as  a  part  of  the  spe- 
cial verdict.  These  questions  were,  in  effect:  (1)  Whether 
there  was  a  suitable  lantern  placed  on  the  mound  of  earth; 
(2)  whether  the  light  from  the  street  lamps  was  sufficient  to 
make  a  lantern  unnecessary;  and  (3)  whether  the  plaintiff 
was  so  intoxicated  as  not  to  be  able  to  exercise  ordinary 
care.  These  questions  were  perhaps  proper  in  themselves, 
but  it  will  be  readily  seen  that  they  were  all  covered,  though 
in  different  form,  by  the  questions  of  the  verdict  as  actually 
submitted.  So  long  as  the  material  questions  in  the  case 
are  fully  covered  by  the  questions  actually  submitted,  and 
such  last-named  questions  are  not  objectionable,  the  statute 
is  satisfied.  The  form  of  the  questions  is  to  be  determined 
by  the  trial  court,  and,  so  long  as  they  conform  to  the  re- 
quirements of  the  statute  and  cover  the  material  issues, 
there  can  be  no  error.  We  regard  the  verdict  as  sufficient 
in  form. 

3.  It  is  contended  that  the  evidence  was  insufficient  to 
sustain  the  findings  of  the  verdict    We  have  examined  the 
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bill  of  exceptions,  and  find  it  sufficient.  It  is  unnecessary  to 
state  it  at  length. 

The  defendants  are  here  with  two  appeals,  one  from  the 
order  denying  the  motion  to  dismiss  under  sec.  3072a,  and 
another  from  the  judgment  in  the  action.  The  first  appeal 
must  be  dismissed,  because  the  order  was  not  an  appealable 
order  under  ch.  212,  Laws  of  1895.  While  it  may  be  said  to 
be  an  order  "aflFecting  a  substantial  right,"  it  did  not  "de- 
termine the  action"  or  "prevent  judgment."  It  was,  how- 
ever, an  intermediate  order,  reviewable  upon  appeal  from 
the  judgment,  under  sec.  3070,  R.  S.  1878,  and  for  that  rea- 
son we  have  considered  the  question  in  this  opinion. 

By  the  Court —  The  appeal  from  the  order  denying  the 
motion  to  dismiss  is  dismissed,  with  costs,  and  upon  the  other 
appeal  the  judgment  is  affirmed. 


Ths  Bank  of  Ejiukaxtna,  Respondent,  vs.  Joannes  and    ^  ^{ 


others,  Appellants. 
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Fraudulent  conveyances:  Chattel  mortgages:  Application  of  proceeds 
of  sales  to  mortgagor's  use. 

The  evidence  in  this  case  is  held  to  show  that  the  mortgagee  of  a 
stock  of  merchandise  permitted  the  mortgagor  to  remain  in  posses- 
sion of  the  mortgaged  property  under  an  implied  or  tacit  agree- 
ment that  the  latter  might  use,  sell,  and  dispose  of  the  mortgaged 
property  and  apply  the  proceeds  to  his  own  use  as  if  the  mortgage 
had  not  heen  executed;  that  the  situation  of  the  parties  and  prop- 
erty was  such  that  the  mortgagee  must  have  known  the  mort- 
gagor to  be  dealing  with  the  property  in  that  manner;  and  that 
the  mortgagee  made  no  objection.  The  mortgage  was  therefore 
fraudulent  and  void  as  to  attacking  creditors. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Outaga- 
mie county:  John  Goodland,  Circuit  Judge.    lieversed. 
VOL.9S— 21 
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The  plaintiff  brought  this  action  against  the  defendants 
for  the  alleged  wrongful  taking  and  conversion  of  a  stock 
of  goods,  the  stock  in  trade  of  Jerry  Strong,  and  which  had 
been  mortgaged  by  him  to  the  plp.intiflF,  August  24,  1888^ 
for  $500,  with  interest  until  paid  at  eight  per  cent,  per 
annum,  said  stock  being  at  the  time  in  the  possession  of 
said  Strong.  It  was  averred  that  the  mortgage  was  filed 
in  the  office  of  the  city  clerk,  of  Kaukauna,  where  Strong 
resided,  on  the  same  day,  and  the  plaintiif  demanded  judg- 
ment against  the  defendants  in  the  sum  of  $600,  with  inter- 
est, etc.  It  contained  the  usual  power  of  seizure  and  sale, 
and  stipulated  that,  as  long  as  the  conditions  of  the  mort- 
gage were  fulfilled,  said  Strong  was  to  remain  in  peaceful 
possession  of  the  property,  and  in  consideration  thereof  was 
to  keep  the  same  in  as  good  condition  as  it  then  MTas,  at  the 
cost  and  expense  of  the  mortgagor.  The  defendants  jus- 
tified the  seizure  and  alleged  conversion  under  a  writ  of  at- 
tachment in  favor  of  the  defendants  as  copartners  under 
the  name  of  Joannes  Bros.,  for  about  $720,  issued  about  the 
5th  of  May,  1888,  against  said  Jerry  Strong,  from  the  cir- 
cuit court  for  Outagamie  county,  and  it  appeared  Trom  the 
said  writ  that  the  sheriff  of  said  county  levied  upon  and 
took  into  his  custody  and  possession  the  property  in  ques- 
tion ;  that  by  virtue  of  an  order  entered  in  the  action  wherein 
the  attachment  was  issued  the  sheriff  sold  portions  of  the 
property  as  perishable,  and  the  remainder  was  sold  on  ex- 
ecution issued  on  the  judgment  recovered  against  said  Strong. 

Evidence  was  given  tending  to  show  that  said  Strong,  upon 
and  at  all  times  from  the  date  of  said  chattel  mortgage  to 
the  time  of  levying  said  attachment,  conducted  a  general 
grocery  business  in  Kaukauna,  and  merchandised,  sold,  and 
disposed  of  the  stock  in  question  covered  by  the  said  chattel 
mortgage,  conducting  said  business  in  the  ordinary  and  due 
course  of  business,  and  by  the  consent  of  the  plaintiff  and 
its  agent,  and  disposed  of  the  proceeds  thereof  as  he  saw  fit 
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in  support  of  his  family,  and  paying  expenses  of  the  business^ 
and  in  the  same  manner  as  though  no  mortgage  thereon  had 
been  executed.  The  mortgage  was  put  in  evidence,  as  well 
as  the  writ  of  attachment  and  proceedings  thereunder,  and 
also  the  judgment  roll  in  the  case  of  Joannes  Bros,  and  others 
against  Strong,  showing  a  recovery  in  their  favor  against 
Strong  of  a  judgment  of  $843.33  and  $91.20  costs. 

The  question  litigated  at  the  trial  to  which  the  testimony 
was  principally  directed  was  whether  the  chattel  mortgage 
on  the  said  stock  was  fraudulent  and  void  as  against  the  de- 
fendants and  others  of  his  creditors  on  the  ground  that  the 
mortgagor  carried  on  business  in  the  store,  and  dealt  with 
his  stock,  in  the  same  manner,  in  all  respects,  after  the  mort- 
gage was  executed  as  before,  and  to  the  knowledge  and  with 
the  consent  of  the  plaintiff;  that  Strong  did  not  account  to 
the  plaintiff  for  the  proceeds  of  sales  made  from  day  to  day, 
and  it  never  asked  or  demanded  that  he  should ;  that  it  knew 
that  Strong  had  no  means  of  paying  the  current  expenses  of 
the  business  and  supporting  his  family  other  than  from  the 
stock,  and  knowingly  permitted  him  to  sell  and  dispose  bf 
the  stock,  and  use  the  proceeds  as  he  pleased  in  paying  store 
and  family  expenses  and  debts  other  than  the  plaintiff's, 
pursuant  to  an  implied  or  tacit  understanding  to  that  effect. 
The  stock  was  sold  under  the  execution  and  judgment. 

The  trial  was  before  the  court  without  a  jury,  the  court 
finding  that  the  allegations  of  the  complaint  were  true;  that 
the  defendants  wrongfully  took  possession  of  the  goods  and 
chattels  described  in  the  chattel  mortgage,  of  the  value  of 
$800;  that  it  was  entitled  to  recover  of  the  defendants  the 
sum  of  $500,  with  interest  at  eight  per  cent,  from  February 
24,  1888,  araoamting  to  $843.33,  with  costs,  and  judgment 
was  given  accordingly,  from  which  the  defendants  appealed. 

The  defendants  asked  the  court  to  find  in  support  of  their 
contention  substantially  as  stated,  and  that  the  plaintiff  per- 
mitted Strong  to  remain  in  possession  of  the  mortgaged 
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property,  and  continue  his  business,  after  its  execution,  until 
the  attachment  was  levied,  in  precisely  the  same  manner  as 
he  had  done  before  the  execution  of  the  mortgage,  using  the 
proceeds  to  replenish  the  stock  from  time  to  time,  and  dis- 
posing of  the  balance  of  such  property  as  he  pleased,  pur- 
suant to  an  understanding  or  tacit  agreement  between  Strong 
and  the  plaintiff  to  that  effect;  and  that  the  chattel  mort- 
gage was  fraudulent  and  void  as  against  Strong's  creditors, 
including  the  defendants.     These  findings  were  refused. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  of  Towsley,  the  plaintiff's 
cashier,  that  he  made  Strong  the  $500  loan  February  24, 
1888,  and  took  the  note  and  chattel  mortgage,  as  agent  for 
the  plaintiff.  May  5, 1888,  Joannes  Bros,  and  Weise  &  HoU- 
man  took  the  stock  under  an  attachment.  Sheriff  Golden 
acting  as  officer  in  the  matter,  in  Strong's  store.  During 
the  time  he  was  in  business,  from  July  1,  1887,  to  about 
December  1st,  he  had  seen  Strong  in  the  bank.  He  had  no 
deposit  there,  but  did  have  February  24th.  His  store  was 
the  next  store  to  the  bank,  about  twenty  feet  from  the  door 
of  the  bank.  The  stock  was  groceries,  crockery,  glassware, 
lamps,  and  fixtures.  Before  making  the  loan,  he  went  into 
the  store,  and  saw  what  he  had  there,  and  went  again  on 
May  3d.  The  stock  looked  the  same  as  it  did  February  23d 
or  24th,  as  to  quantity  and  quality.  "  I  suppose  he  had  been 
in  possession  of  the  stock  from  February  24th  to  May  5th. 
I  knew  he  kept  right  on  in  his  business  just  as  before.  I 
understood  he  was  there  continuing  the  business  the  same 
as  before.  I  knew  he  was  dealing  there  in  business.  I  sup- 
posed he  was  paying  expenses.  To  my  knowledge,  he  con- 
tinued dealing  with  this  stock  just  the  same  after  February 
24th  as  he  did  before.  Don't  know  that  we  had  any  under- 
standing that  he  was  to  add  to  the  stock  he  then  had.  I 
suppose  he  carried  on  his  business  just  as  he  did  before. 
He  rented  the  store  from  Mr.  Keuter,  the  president  of  the 
plaintiff  bank.    I  paid  no  attention  at  all  to  the  store  after 
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I  took  the  chattel  mortgage,  no  more  than  I  did  before. 
Went  on,  and  let  him  do  as  he  pleased.  Did  not  pay  any 
attention  to  it.  Have  no  positive  recollection  of  buying 
anything  there  between  February  23d  and  May  3d,  but  my 
family  bought,  I  think,  in  April,  1888." 

Jerry  Strong  testified  on  the  part  of  the  defendants  that 
he  executed  the  mortgage  at  the  request  of  Towsley,  plaint- 
iflPs  cashier,  on  the  stock  of  goods,  February  24,  1888,  and 
was  then  indebted  between  $1,700  and  $1,800.  "  I  bought 
goods  from  seven  or  eight  different  parties,  and  was  owing 
at  least  seven  or  eight  dilBferent  parties  for  merchandise  when 
the  mortgage  was  given.  After  the  mortgage  was  executed, 
I  continued  the  business  with  the  stock  of  goods  as  I  had 
done  before.  The  business  ran  the  same  as  ever.  The  giv- 
ing of  the  mortgage  made  no  dilBference  in  the  management 
of  the  business,  and  it  so  continued  up  to  the  time  I  quit 
business.  I  had  no  property  other  than  the  stock  of  goods, 
fixtures,  etc.,  in  my  business,  aside  from  the  household  fur- 
niture and  the  horse  and  delivery  rig,  and  no  other  income 
than  that  which  I  derived  from  my  business  and  the  stock 
of  goods  that  had  been  mortgaged.  With  the  proceeds  of 
the  business  from  day  to  day  I  paid  my  bills  as  fast  as  I 
could,  and  lived,  of  course.  Paid  bills  right  along  that  came 
due  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  stock  that  I  received  after  the 
mortgage  was  given.  I  had  a  family  at  the  time,  and  was 
keeping  house.  Part  of  the  proceeds  of  the  business  was 
used  in  the  support  of  my  family.  We  derived  our  support 
from  no  other  source  than  the  proceeds  of  this  business. 
Continued  to  pay  creditors,  support  my  family,  and  pay  the 
expenses  of  the  business  as  I  had  done  before,  and  conducted 
my  business  in  precisely  the  same  manner  as  before  the  mort- 
gage was  given,  and  as  though  it  had  never  been  executed. 
No  part  of  the  proceeds  of  the  business  was  ever  paid  on  the 
mortgage.  No  portion  of  the  mortgage  has  ever  been  paid. 
Was  never  asked  by  the  bank  or  its  oflBcers,  or  by  the  cash- 
ier, to  pay  any  part  of  the  proceeds  upon  that  liability.    I 
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purchased  new  goods  as  before, —  approximately  between 
:$400  and  $500  worth, —  and  they  were  put  in  with  the  others. 
I  don't  know  whether  Mr.  Towsley  was  acquainted  with  my 
financial  condition.  He  never  asked  any  questions.  I  think 
he  knew  this  business  was  my  only  source  of  income.  He 
knew  I  was  not  doing  anything  else.  I  saw  him  everyday, 
:and  quite  often  during  the  day  I  was  in  the  bank  and  he  in 
the  store.  We  were  close  neighbors.  From  the  proceeds  of 
the  business  I  bought  drafts  from  the  bank,  subsequent 
to  the  mortgage,  to  pay  bills;  and  I  supposed  he  knew  of  it, 
he  acting  as  cashier.  I  never  deposited  any  money.  Mr. 
Towsley  used  to  be  in  the  store  every  day,  probably  once  or 
twice,  and  knew  how  I  was  managing  the  business.  He 
never  made  any  objection  to  my  disposing  of  the  proceeds 
as  I  pleased.  He  never  said  a  word  about  it.  He  knew  I 
was  receiving  money  for  the  sales,  and  never  made  any  de- 
mand on  me  for  the  sales,  nor  did  he  direct  how  to  dispose 
of  the  money.  When  the  mortgage  was  executed,  neither 
he  nor  any  other  officials  of  the  bank  directed  in  any 
manner  whatever  how  the  proceeds  should  be  disposed  of. 
Q.  Tacitly  understood  that  you  should  go  on  with  the  busi- 
ness as  before?  A.  I  suppose  so,  there  was  nothing  said. 
.  .  .  Peter  iJeuter,  the  president,  dealt  with  me  after  the 
mortgage  was  executed  and  before,  and  paid  me  the  money 
on  his  bills  after  the  execution  of  the  mortgage  the  same  as 
before.  He  was  there  in  the  store  when  I  was  making  sales 
and  receiving  money,  but  did  not  direct  how  the  proceeds 
should  be  disposed  of.  I  suppose  he  knew,  in  a  genera.l  way, 
about  my  financial  affairs.  He  could  see.  That  is  about  all. 
I  rented  a  house,  and  kept  house,  and  clothed  my  family; 
and  all  this  came  out  of  the  business  up  to  the  time  of  the 
attachment." 

There  was  other  evidence  tending  to  prove  the  facts  relied 
on  by  the  defendants. 

In  rebuttal  Mr.  Towsley  testified  that  when  the  loan  was 
made  to  Strong  he  knew  nothing  of  his  financial  condition; 
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that  the  loan  was  put  to  Strong's  credit,  and  checked  out 
by  him  in  buying  drafts;  that  he  had  no  recollection  of 
being  in  the  store  but  once.  Mr.  Keuter,  the  president,  also 
testified  that  he  did  not  know  anything  about  Strong's  finan- 
cial affairs  on  February  24,  1888,  or  between  that  date  and 
May  3d;  that  he  never  owed  him  or  paid  him  any  bills;  and 
during  the  time  Strong  was  conducting  his  business  he  (wit- 
ness) was  out  of  town  most  of  the  time;  that  he  could  see 
goods  there,  and,  so  far  as  he  knew,  it  was  the  same  one 
time  as  another. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Oreene^  Vroman 
<&  Fairchildy  and  oral  argument  by  G.  E,  Vroman.  They 
contended,  inter  alia^  that  the  only  inference  to  be  drawn 
from  the  evidence  was  that  there  was  a  tacit  or  implied 
agreement  that  the  mortgagor  should  deal  with  the  goods 
and  continue  the  business  after  the  mortgage  in  the  same 
manner  as  before,  applying  the  proceeds  to  the  payment  of 
his  personal  expenses.  The  mortgage  was  therefore  void 
^s  to  creditors  of  the  mortgagor.  Place  v.  Langworthy^  13 
Wis.  629;  Steinart  v.  Deuater^  23  id.  136;  Anderson  v.  Pat- 
terson^  64  id.  557;  Bariiet  v.  Fergus^  51  111.  352;  EosentKdl 
V.  Vernon,  79  Wis.  248;  Potts  v.  Hart,  99  N.  Y.  168;  Gan- 
gen  v.  HachemeUter,  114  id.  566,  571;  Grmoold  v.  Sheldon, 
4  id.  581,  588;  Southard  v.  Benner,  72  id.  424,  429;  Wihon 
V.  Voight,  9  Colo.  614;  First  NaL  Bank  v.  Wittich,  33  Fla. 
681;  Standard  Imp.  Go.  v.  Schultz,  45  Kan.  52;  Brown  v. 
Barber,  47  id.  527;  Wile  v.  Butler,  4  Colo.  App.  154;  Put- 
nam V.  Osgood,  51  N.  II.  192,  208;  Iluschle  v.  Morris,  131 
111.  587;  Simmons  v.  Jenhhis,  76  id.  479,  483;  Goodheart  v. 
Johnson,  88  id.  58,  61;  Smith  v.  Epley,  55  Kan.  71;  Joseph 
M.  Uayes  Woolen  Go.  v.  Gallagher,  58  Minn.  502;  Tallon  v. 
Ellison,  3  Neb.  73;  Martin-Perrin  3L  Go.  v.  Perkins,  63 
Mo.  App.  310;  Blakeslee  v.  liossman,  43  Wis.  116, 123;  Mei^ 
<ihanU?  <&  M.  S.  Bank  v.  Loveland,  84  id.  611, 

G.  n.  Dawson,  for  the  respondent. 
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PiNNEY,  J.  The  conclusive  inference  from  the  facts  testi- 
fied to  by  the  witnesses  is  that  there  was  an  implied  or  tacit 
agreement  or  understanding  that  the  mortgagor  was  to  be 
at  liberty  to  use,  sell,  and  dispose  of  the  mortgaged  prop- 
erty, and  apply  the  proceeds  to  his  own  use,  in  like  manner 
as  before,  and  as  if  they  had  not  been  mortgaged  to  the 
bank.  It  is  evident  that  the  plaintiff  knew,  or  had  the  ready 
means  of  knowledge,  of  the  manner  in  which  Strong  was 
dealing  with  the  mortgaged  property.  Strong's  store  and 
the  stock  of  goods,  which  was  not  large,  was  next  door, 
and  within  twenty  feet  of  the  entrance  of  the  bank.  No  ob- 
jection was  made  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff  to  his  course  of 
proceeding,  and  no  effort  was  made  to  show  that  the  prop- 
erty or  its  proceeds  was  applied  to  the  payment  of  the  mort- 
gage debt.  The  evidence  was  very  cogent  and  convincing 
that  the  mortgage  was  given  with  the  understanding  men- 
tioned, and  there  was  no  fair  or  adequate  explanation  offered 
of  the  transaction  consistent  with  the  integritj^  and  validity 
of  the  mortgage.  As  said  in  Anderson  v.  Patterson^  64  Wis. 
659:  "That  the  inevitable  tendency  and  effect  of  a  mort- 
gage, fair  and  valid  on  its  face,  but  void  because  of  some  ex- 
trinsic or  secret  infirmity,  must  be  to  hinder  and  delay  the 
creditors  of  the  mortgagor  in  the  collection  of  their  debts, 
is  perfectly  obvious,  and  the  parties  cannot  be  heard  to  say 
that  they  did  not  intend  that  such  effect  should  result  from 
their  actions.  .  .  .  When  property  is  mortgaged  to  one 
creditor  to  secure  his  demand,  good  faith  to  other  creditors 
of  the  mortgagor  requires  that,  if  the  same  is  sold,  the  pro- 
ceeds shall  be  applied  to  the  payment  of  the  mortgage  debt." 
The  case  of  Anderson  v.  P otter aon^supra^  and  cases  there  cited, 
are  decisive.  We  must  hold  that  the  chattel  mortgage  relied 
on  by  the  plaintiff  is  fraudulent  and  void,  and  the  trial  court 
should  have  given  judgment  for  the  defendants  accordingly. 

By  the  Court, —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  with  directions  to  enter 
judgment  in  favor  of  the  defendants. 
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Stttes,  Guardian,  Appellant,  vs.  Thompson  and  another,  Ee-    «  ss9 

'  ^        ff  9  '  108    200 

spondents. 

December  IS,  1897  ^January  11, 1898. 

Pleading:  Assumption  of  mortgage  debt  by  grantees:  Nature  of  liability^ 

1.  A  complaint  aneging  that,  as  part  of  the  consideration  paid  for 

mortgaged  premises,  the  defendants,  in  the  deed  conveying  the  ~98  829| 
premises  to  them,  expressly  assumed  and  agreed  to  pay  a  portion-  HI  *204[ 
of  the  mortgage  debt,  is  held  sufficient  to  charge  the  defendants  ^8  329| 
with  personal  liability.  "Whether  the  defendants  knew  of  and  ii*___^o7| 
assented  to  that  provision  in  the  deed  is  a  mere  matter  of  proof,  98  329 
and  therefore  need  not  be  pleaded.  \\^        ^^^ 

2l  a  purchaser  of  mortgaged  premises,  who  assumes  and  agrees  to  pay      gj  ^ra  ^19 

the  mortgage  debt  as  part  of  the  consideration,  is  liable  as  a  

principal  and  not  as  a  surety;  and  his  liability  may  be  enforced  98  329! 
without  foreclosure  of  the  mortgage.  Palmeter  v,  Carey,  63  Wis.  1  ^^^  M12| 
426,  limited  and  explained. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Douglas 
county:  Charles  Smith,  Judge.     Jieversed. 

The  .action  is  to  recover  the  amount  of  one  half  of  two 
promissory  notes  executed  by  one  Henry  O.  Elsroad  to  the 
plaintiff,  which  were  secured  by  a  mortgage  upon  land. 
Elsroad  soM  a  part  of  the  lands  which  were  subject  to  the 
mortgage  to  the  defendants,  who  assumed  and  agreed  to 
pay  one  half  of  the  mortgage  debt,  as  a  part  of  the  consid- 
eration to  be  paid  by  them  for  the  land.  The  allegation  of 
the  complaint  is  that,  "as  part  of  the  consideration  and  pur- 
chase price  of  said  premises,  •  .  .  the  said  defendants 
Thompson  Sind^arharty  in  the  deed  conveying  the  said  prem- 
ises to  them,  expressly  assumed  and  agreed  to  pay  one  half 
of  .  .  .  the  said  notes  and  mortgage."  There  is  a  de- 
mand for  judgment  for  the  amount  of  one  half  of  the  notes. 
There  was  a  general  demurrer,  which  was  sustained,  and  the 
plaintiff  appeals  from  a  judgment  dismissing  the  action  with 
costs. 
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The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief 
of  Michael  S,  Bright^  and  for  the  respondents  on  that  of  T.  JL 
Mcintosh. 

Newman,  J.  Two  reasons  are  urged  in  support  of  the 
demurrer:  (1)  That  the  complaint  fails  to  allege  that  the  re- 
spondents knew  that  a  clause  whereby  they  assumed  and 
agreed  to  pay  the  mortgage  was  contained  in  the  convey- 
ance of  the  lands  to  them,  and  that  they  assented  to  it ;  and 
{2)  that  the  respondents  are  not  liable  on  the  promise  alleged, 
as  principal  debtors,  but  as  sureties,  only,  for  such  deficiency 
as  may  remain  after  the  application  of  the  mortgaged  prem- 
ises to  the  payment  of  the  mortgage  debt. 

1.  It  is  not  the  office  of  A  complaint  to  allege  merely  evi- 
dential facts.  Issuable  facts  only  are  to  be  alleged.  The 
issuable  fact  which  constitutes  the  appellant's  cause  of  ac- 
tion is  that  the  respondents  assumed  one  half  of  the  mort- 
gage debt,  as  a  part  of  the  consideration  to  be  paid  by  them 
for  the  mortgaged  premises.  It  would  be  competent  under 
such  an  allegation  to  show,  in  proof  of  the  fact,  either  that 
the  respondents  had  accepted  a  deed  of  the  premises  which 
contained  a  provision  to  that  effect,  or  that  they  had  prom- 
ised oral  ly  to  pay  it.  Bishop  v.  Douglass^  25  Wis.  696 ;  Jones, 
Mortgages,  §  752;  Morgan  v.  South  Milwaukee  Lake  View 
Co,  97  Wis.  275.  It  is  enough  to  prove  the  substance  of  the 
issue.  It  does  no  injury,  if,  in  some  detail  merely,  there  is 
variance.  McNally  v.  McAndrew^  ante^  p.  62.  The  fact  to 
be  alleged  and  proved  is  the  assumption  of  the  mortgage 
debt.  Whether  the  respondents  knew  of,  and  assented  to, 
the  provision  in  the  deed,  is  a  mere  detail  of  the  proof  by 
which  it  shall  be  attempted  to  show  that  they  assumed  the 
mortgage  debt.  The  allegation  is  sufficient  as  matter  of 
pleading. 

2.  Whether  the  respondents  are  liable  as  principal  debtors, 
or  only  as  sureties,  is  not  doubtful  on  well-established  prin- 
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ciples.  It  is  well  settled  by  a  long  line  of  decisions,  in  this 
state  and  elsewhere,  that  the  person  who  engages  with  an- 
other, on  a  suflBcient  consideration,  to  do  some  act  for  the 
benefit  of  some  third  person,  is  liable  to  the  latter  in  an  ac- 
tion for  a  breach  of  that  engagement.  The  rule  is  of  general 
application.  It  applies  equally  to  specialties  and  to  simple- 
contract  engagements ;  to  written  and  to  oral  promises.  Bos- 
sett  V.  HugJiea^  43  Wis.  319;  Iloughton  v.  Milhurn^  54  Wis. 
554;  Grant  v.  Dielold  S.  <&  Z.  Co.  77  Wis.  72;  Larson  v. 
Cook,  85  Wis.  564;  £hos  v.  Sanger,  96  Wis.  150;  Morgan  v. 
South  Milwaukee  Lake  View  Co,  97  Wis.  275.  The  case  where 
the  grantee  of  mortgaged  premises  assumes  the  mortgage 
debt  constitutes  no  exception  to  the  rule.  His  liability  rests 
on  the  rule,  and  is  a  logical  consequence  of  the  rule  itself. 
Enos  V.  Sanger,  supra.  His  liability  is  determined  by  the 
terms  of  his  undertaking.  If  he  takes  the  mortgaged  prem- 
ises simply  subject  to  the  mortgage  debt,  the  premises  are 
the  primary  fund  for  its  payment.  If  he  undertakes  to  pay 
the  debt,  he  is  liable  for  it  as  for  his  own  debt.  His  under- 
taking in  that  case  is  absolute,  to  pay  the  whole  debt,  not 
limited  to  the  payment  of  a  contingent  deficiency.  He  takes 
the  place  of  the  original  debtor,  and  makes  the  debt  his 
own.  He  is  liable  for  it  in  the  same  manner  and  to  the 
same  extent  as  the  qriginal  debtor  was  liable  for  it.  His  is 
the  primary  liability.  As  between  himself  and  the  orig- 
inal debtor,  he  becomes  the  primary  debtor,  and  the  original 
debtor  becomes  his  surety.  He,  the  same  as  the  original 
de'btor,  is  liable  to  a  personal  action  for  tlie  recovery  of  the 
debt,  without  foreclosure  of  the  mortgage.  All  this  is  the 
plain,  logical  consequence  of  the  rule  itself.  Jones,  Mort- 
gages, §§  758,  759,  762,  and  the  cases  cited;  also,  cases  cited 
in  notes,  Boone  v.  Clark  (111.  Sup.),  5  L.  K.  A.  279;  Gijford 
V.  Corrigan  (N.  Y.  App.),  6  L.  R.  A.  610;  Bice  v.  Sanders 
(Massy),  8  L.  R.  A.  315;  Jefferson  v.  Asch  (Minn.),  25  L.  R.  A. 
275;  Llare  v.  Murphy  (Neb.),  29  L.  R.  A.  851 ;  3  Am.  &  Eng. 
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Ency.  of  Law,  cases  cited  in  notes  on  page  866;  15  Am.  & 
Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  832  et  seq,,  and  cases  cited.  The  respond- 
ents are  liable  in  an  action  on  their  promise  to  pay  the  debt, 
the  same  as  the  original  debtor  would  be. 

Palmeter  v.  Carey^  63  Wis.  426,  is  cited  as  holding  that 
the  liability  of  the  respondents  is  not  primary,  but  as  sure- 
ties, only,  for  a  possible  deficiency.  And  indeed  some  things 
are  said  in  that  opinion  which  seem  to  give  countenance  to 
that  contention.  But  really  no  such  question  was  involved 
or  decided  in  that  case.  The  question  there  related  to  the 
construction  of  sec.  3156,  E.  S.  1878.  It  was  a  question  of 
practice,  merely.  It  was  whether,  under  that  section,  judg- 
ment for  a  deficiency  in  a  foreclosure  action  could  properly 
go  against  a  purchaser  of  the  mortgaged  premises,  who  had 
assumed  the  paj^ment  of  the  mortgage  debt  as  a  part  of  the 
consideration  of  his  purchase,  or  whether  recovery  against 
him  must  be  by  a  separate  action  at  law.  It  was  not 
claimed,  nor  in  issue,  in  that  action,  that  the  grantee  of  the 
mortgaged  premises,  who  had  assumed  the  mortgage  debt, 
was  liable  otherwise  than  for  a  deficiency.  That  was  all 
that  the  mortgagee  claimed,  and  the  grantee  did  not  deny 
liability  to  that  extent.  He  simply  contested  his  liability 
to  a  judgment  for  a  deficiency  in  the  foreclosure  action. 
His  contention  was  that  he  could  be  made  liable  only  in  an 
action  at  law  after  the  deficiency  had  been  ascertained. 
The  court  deemed  that  the  statute  had  been  enacted  to 
avoid  the  necessity  of  such  circuity  of  action.  The  case  did 
not  call  for  a  consideration  of  the  question  involved  here. 
The  court  was  not  called  upon  to  give  careful  or  final  con- 
sideration to  a  proposition  which  was  neither  affirmed  by 
the  respondent  nor  denied  by  the  appellant.  The  decision 
is  not  in  conflict  with  what  is  decided  here.  It  is  not  au- 
thority beyond  the  point  in  issue  and  decided. 

By  the  Court — The  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of 
Douglas  county  is  reversed,  and  the  cause  is  remanded  for 
further  proceedings  according  to  law. 
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Walsh,  Plaintiff  in  error  and  Eespon'dent,  vs.  Timlin,  Do-    »«       w«J 
fendant  in  error  and  Appellant,  

December  16, 1897— January  11,  1898. 

Justices^  courts:  Fees  of  garnishee. 

Sec.  8781,  R  S.  1878  (providing  that  "in  actions  against  ai  garnishee, 
the  person  summoned  to  answer  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  the 
same  fees  for  travel  and  attendance  as  a  witness,  and  he  shall  not 
be  bound  to  appear  or  answer  unless  his  fees  for  travel  and  one 
day's  attendance  shall  be  first  paid  "),  construed  in  connection 
with  sec.  3778  (providing  that  "  if  any  witness  shall  attend  upon 
-two  or  more  cases  in  the  same  day  before  the  same  justice's  court," 
he  shall  receive  pay  as  in  one  case  only),  requires  but  one  attend- 
ance fee  and  one  traveling  fee  to  be  paid  to  a  person  to  require 
him  to  appear  and  answer  as  a  garnishee  in  several  actions  brought 
by  the  same  plaintiff  against  him,  returnable  at  the  same  time  and 
place  before  the  same  justice. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Doug- 
las county:  Charles  Smith,  Judge.    Reversed. 

This  was  a  garnishee  action  commenced  in  justice's  court. 
Everything  was  done  requisite  to  give  the  justice  jurisdic- 
tion, unless  there  was  a  failure  in  that  regard  by  reason  of 
no  traveling  fees  or  fees  for  attendance  having  been  paid  to 
the  garnishee  defendant.  There  was  another  garnishee 
action  commenced  by  the  same  plaintiff  against  the  same 
garnishee  defendant,  returnable  at  the  same  place  and  hour 
before  the  same  justice,  in  which  all  the  requisites  of  the 
statute  were  complied  with,  necessary  to  confer  jurisdiction 
so  as  to  require  the  garnishee  td  appear  and  answer.  The 
garnishee  defendant  appeared  and  answered  in  the  action 
in  which  his  fees  had  been  paid,  but  refused  to  appear  or 
answer  in  the  other  action.  On  its  being  made  to  appear 
that  the  fees  were  paid  in  one  action,  the  justice  proceeded 
to  enter  judgment  in  this  action  as  in  case  of  default.  There- 
after such  proceedings  were  duly  had  that  the  cause  was  re- 
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moved  to  the  superior  court  by  writ  of  certiorari^  and  upon 
the  hearing  there  had  the  judgment  was  reversed  for  want 
of  jurisdiction  to  enter  it,  because  of  the  failure  to  pay  the 
garnishee  defendant  his  fees  for  travel  and  attendance,  as 
required  by  statute.  Judgment  was  entered  accordingly  in 
the  superior  court  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff  in  error,  the  gar- 
nishee defendant,  WaUh^  and  against  the  defendant  in  error, 
the  plaintiff,  Timlin^  for  costs.  From  that  judgment  TimUn 
appealed  to  this  court,  having  first  obtained  a  certificate  from 
the  judge  of  the  superior  court,  containing  a  statement  of  the 
facts  and  the  other  requisites  necessary  to  such  an  appeal. 

The  questions  of  law.stated,  upon  which  the  decision  of 
this  court  is  required,  is  whether  the  payment  of  fees  to  the 
garnishee  defendant  in  this  action  was  necessary  to  give  the 
justice  jurisdiction  to  require  the  garnishee  defendant  to 
appear  and  answer,  or  to  proceed  against  him  as  in  case  of 
default  for  failure  so  to  do. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  briefs 
of  W,  K  Ifoehle  and  ,/.  P.  Geiser. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  W.  M.  Steele  and 
A.  T.  Rochj  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Rock. 

Marshall,  J.  Sec.  3781,  E.  S.  1878,  provides  that  "in  ac- 
tions against  a  garnishee,  the  person  summoned  to  answer 
shall  be  entitled  to  receive  the  same  fees  for  travel  and  at- 
tendance as  a  witness,  and  he  shall  not  be  bound  to  appear 
or  answer  unless  his  fees  for  travel  and  one  day's  attendance 
shall  be  first  paid,"  etc.  Sec.  3778,  E.  S.  1878,  in  regard  to 
witnesses'  fees  in  justice  court,  provides  that,  "if  any  wit- 
ness shall  attend  upon  two  or  more  cases  in  the  same  day 
before  the  same  justice's  court,"  he  shall  receive  pay  as  in 
one  case  only,  to  be  apportioned  between  such  cases.  Sec. 
40G7,  E.  S.  1878,  in  regard  to  fees  of  witnesses  in  courts  of 
record,  provides  substantially  the  same.  Such  sections  must 
be  construed  together.     Such,  it  is  considered,  was  the  mani- 
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fest  legislative  intent.  So  construed,  sec.  3781,  R.  S.  1878, 
requires  but  one  attendance  fee  and  one  traveling  fee  to  be 
paid  to  a  person  to  require  bim  to  appear  and  answer  as  a 
garnishee  in  several  cases  brought  by  the  same  plaintiff 
against  him,  returnable  at  the  same  time  and  place  before 
the  same  justice.  That  is  in  accordance  with  the  decision 
of  the  justice  in  this  case,  which  was  reversed  by  the  supe- 
rior court. 

It  follows  from  the  foregoing  that  the  question  certified 
by  the  trial  court,  on  which  the  decision  of  this  court  is  re- 
quired, must  be  answered  in  favor  of  the  appellant,  and  the 
judgment  appealed  from  reversed. 

By  the  Court — So  ordered ;  and  the  cause  is  remanded 
to  the  superior  court  of  Douglas  county  with  directions  to 
affirm  the  judgment  of  the  justice. 


MoOank  and  another.  Respondents,  vs.  Do^ertt,  Appellant. 

December  16,  1897 — January  11, 1393. 

Practice:  Issue  for  jury:  Stipulation:  Logs  and  timber:  Impeaching 

scale:  Appeal 

1.  In  an  action  to  recover  a  balance  alleged  to  be  due  on  a  logj^ng 
contract  which  provided  for  a  scale  to  be  made  by  a  scaler  to  be 
agreed  upon  between  the  parties,  a  stipulation  that  the  only  ques- 
tion to  be  submitted  to  the  jury  should  be  as  to  the  amount  of 
logs  put  in  under  the  contract  eliminated  from  the  case  all  other 
questions  which  would  otherwise  have  been  for  the  jury, —  in- 
cluding the  question  whether  the  parties  agreed  upon  a  person 
whose  scale  was  disputed  as  the  scaler  under  the  contract 

a.  The  evidence  in  such  a  case  is  held  sufficient  to  sustain  a  finding  of 
the  jury  that  the  quantity  of  logs  banked  under  the  contract  ex- 
ceeded the  scale  made  at  the  time  they  were  banked. 

8.  The  objection  that  the  finding  of  the  jury  as  to  the  quantity  of 
logs  put  in  under  the  contract  was  in  excess  of  the  amount  claimed 
in  the  complaint  cannot  be  raised  for  the  first  time  in  this  court 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Douglas 
county:  E.  D.  Marshall,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

October  6,  1892,  the  plaintiffs  and  the  defendant  entered 
into  an  agreement  in  writing  wherein  and  whereby  the 
plaintiffs  agreed  to  out,  log,  and  bank,  in  a  good  and  work- 
manlike manner,  on  the  Brule  river,  all  the  pine  on  the 
lands  described,  and  the  defendant  therein  agreed  to  pay 
them  therefor  $3.75  per  thousand  feet,  as  follows:  $3  when 
delivered  on  the  bank  of  the  river,  and  the  balance  June  1, 
1893;  the  settlement  to  be  made  as  per  scale  of  logs  to  be 
made  by  a  scaler  agreed  upon  and  paid  by  both  parties 
equally.  This  action  was  commenced  May  2,  1893,  to  re- 
cover $1,228.02,  and  interest  from  March  20,  1893,  as  the 
balance  due  on  the  first  payment  of  $3  per  thousand  for 
6,469,060  feet  of  the  logs  so  delivered  on  the  bank  of  the 
river.  The  answer  admitted  that  5,062,880  feet  had  been 
delivered,  but  denied  that  there  had  been  any  more  deliv- 
ered, and  also  pleaded  a  counterclaim. 

June  24, 1893,  the  plaintiffs  commenced  a  second  action  to 
recover  the  seventy-live  cents  per  thousand  feet,  which,  by 
the  terras  of  the  contract,  became  due  June  1, 1893,  amount- 
ing to  $4,132.93.  The  pleadings  in  such  second  action  are 
substantially  the  same  as  in  the  first,  save  that  the  balance 
claimed  to  be  djie  by  the  plaintiflFs  was  the  amount  stated, 
and  to  which  the  defendant  made  no  claim  of  payment. 

Such  issues  in  the  two  actions  having  been  joined,  and 
such  actions  having  been  consolidated  into  one  action  by 
stipulation  of  the  parties  and  the  order  of  the  court,  and 
after  hearing  the  evidence  and  the  arguments  of  the  attor- 
neys for  the  respective  parties,  the  parties  agreed  that  the 
following  question,  and  no  other  question,  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  jury,  to  wit :  "  What  amount  of  logs  did  plaint- 
iffs put  in  under  the  contract?"  To  that  question  the  jury 
answered,  "5,510,597  feet." 

Thereupon  the  court  found  from  the  uncontradicted  evi- 
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denoe:  (1)  That  plaintiffs  bark-marked,  at  defendant's  re- 
quest, at  least  5,000,000  feet  of  logs,  and  that  the  reasonable 
valae  of  the  work  of  doing  such  bark-marking  was  $150,  no 
part  of  which  has  been  paid  to  the  plaintiflfs.  (2)  That  at 
the  commencement  of  the  first  action  there  was  due  to  the 
defendant  from  the  plaintiffs  on  account  of  the  matters  set 
up  in  the  counterclaim  in  the  answer  in  such  first  action 
the  sum  of  $413.25;  that  prior  to  the  commencement  of  the 
last  action  there  had  become  due  to  the  plaintiffs  for  putting 
in  said  logs  the  sum  of  $16,531.79,  being  the  first  payment 
under  the  logging  contract  which  so  became  due  March  20, 
1893;  and  that  the  defendant  paid  on  such  amount  before 
the  commencement  of  this  action  the  sum  of  $15,351.96. 
(3)  That,  after  deducting  the  offsets  from  the  amount  due 
to  plaintiflfs  as  aforesaid,  there  remained  due  the  plaintiffs 
at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  first  action  $916.53, 
and  interest  thereon  from  March  20,  1893,  at  the  rate  of  six 
per  cent,  per  annum.  (4)  That  after  the  commencement  of 
the  first  action,  and  before  the  commencement  of  the  second 
action,  the  sum  of  $4,132.93,  and  interest  thereon  from  June 
1, 1893,  became  due,  as  and  for  the  last  payment  for  putting 
in  said  logs,  no  part  of  which  has  been  paid.  (5)  That  the 
plaintiflfs  would  be  entitled  to  a  lien  upon  the  logs  put  in  by 
them  for  the  amount  due  them  as  aforesaid,  as  prayed  for 
in  the  complaint,  were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  after  the  com- 
mencement of  the  action  the  defendant  gaA'e  bonds  and  secu- 
rity in  place  of  the  lien, —  it  being  intended  that  resort  should 
be  had  to  the  bond,  as  security,  instead  of  the  logs. 

As  conclusions  of  law  the  court  found  that  the  work  of 
bark-marking  the  logs  was  not  included  in  the  work  of  put- 
ting in  the  logs  under  the  written  contract  mentioned,  and 
that  the  plaintiflfs  are  entitled  to  a  credit  of  $150  for  doing 
that  work,  which  sum  is  allowed  to  them  in  above  third  find- 
ing. Accordingly  the  court  ordered  that  judgment  be  en- 
tered in  favor  of  the  plaintiflfs  and  against  the  defendant  for 
Vol.98  — 22 
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$916.53,  and  interest  thereon  at  six  per  cent,  from  March  20, 
1893,  as  and  for  the  amount  due  them  over  and  above  all 
setoffs,  and  recoverable  in  the  first  action  mentioned,  and 
for  $4,132.95,and  interest  thereon  at  six  per  cent,  from  June 
1,  1893,  as  and  for  the  amount  they  are  entitled  to  recover 
in  the  second  action  mentioned;  and  that  judgment  also  be 
rendered  in  the  plaintiffs'  favor  for  their  costs  and  disburse- 
ments, as  the  same  may  be  taxed  and  allowed  by  the  clerk. 

From  the  judgment  entered  thereon  accordingly,  the  de- 
fendant appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Lamorevx^  Shea  cfe 
Wrighty  and  oral  argument  by  O.  A,  Lamoreux  and  W,  F, 
Shea, 

For  the  respondents  there  were  separate  briefs  by  O'Keefe 
ds  Copeman^  attorneys,  and  Oleason  <&  Sleight  and  Edgar 
Foster^  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Richard  Sleighty 
Mr.  Foster^  and  M.  S.  Dudgeon. 

Cassodat,  0.  J.  It  is  undisputed  that  the  plaintiffs  com- 
menced the  work  of  cutting  and  banking  the  logs  under  the 
contract  soon  after  it  was  made;  that  Gallagher  commenced 
scaling  the  logs  so  cut  and  banked  December  15,  1892,  and 
continued  such  scaling  until  February  27, 1893;  that  during 
that  time  he  had  scaled,  according  to  his  count  and  measure- 
ment, 28,578  logs,  containing  3,801,330  feet;  that  the  bal- 
ance of  the  logs  cut  and  banked  by  the  plaintiffs  under  the 
contract  were  scaled  by  Wallace  Stevens,  and  they  con- 
tained 1,261,550  feet, —  making  in  all,  with  those  scaled  by 
Gallagher,  according  to  Gallagher's  scale,  5,062,880  feet, 
being  the  amount  admitted  in  the  answer.  The  plaintiffs 
allege  in  their  complaint  that  Gallagher,  either  by  mistake 
or  with  wilful  intent  to  cheat  and  defraud  the  plaintiffs,  er- 
roneously scaled  such  logs,  and  rendered  an  account  thereof 
below  the  true,  honest,  and  just  amount  thereof,  to  the  ex- 
tent of  eleven  per  cent,  less  than  the  actual  and  true  scale. 
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It  is  contended  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiffs  that  no  scaler 
was  agreed  upon  as  prescribed  in  the  contract,  but  that  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  defendant  the  plaintiffs  consented  to 
allow  Gallagher  to  scale  on  trial,  with  the  understanding 
that  either  party  was  at  liberty  to  object  in  case  of  dissatis- 
faction. After  Gallagher  had  been  scaling  the  logs  for  two 
or  three  weeks,  the  plaintiffs  claim,  they  became  suspicious, 
and  so  tested  130  or  140  logs,  and  compared  the  same  with 
Gallagher's  scale,  and  found  them  to  be  about  fourteen  per 
cent,  short,  and  informed  the  defendant  of  the  fact.  A  con- 
siderable negotiation  in  respect  to  getting  another  scaler 
followed,  until  February  21,  1893,  when  the  plaintiffs  se- 
cured the  district  scaler  to  mate  a  test  of  the  accuracy  of 
the  scale  so  made  by  Gallagher.  The  test  was  made  by 
scaling  710  logs  taken  promiscuously  from  different  rolls, 
and  they  were  found  to  contain  21,720  feet  more  than  rep- 
resented by  Gallagher's  measurement. 

It  was  contended  by  counsel  on  the  argument  that,  even 
if  such  shortage  existed  as  to  the  710  so  rescaled,  yet  it  did 
not  follow  that  there  would  be  a  corresponding  shortage  on 
the  27,868  logs  which  were  not  rescaled;  and  some  of  us 
were  impressed  with  such  argument.  But  upon  careful  con- 
sideration we  are  forced  to  the  conclusion  that  the  verdict 
does  not  rest  wholly  upon  such  test.  On  the  contrary,  there 
was  a  number  of  other  tests,  and  there  was  evidence  tend- 
ing directly  to  impeach  the  good  faith  of  Gallagher's  scale. 
The  evidence  of  such  tests  was  admissible.  In  fact,  no  ob- 
jection appears  to  have  been  made  to  its  admission.  After 
being  banked,  tjie  logs  passed  into  the  possession  of  the  de- 
fendant, so  as  to  render  complete  remeasurement  by  the 
plaintiffs  very  difficult,  if  not  impossible.  By  the  agreement 
of  the  parties,  the  only  question  for  the  jury  to  determine 
was  as  to  the  amount  of  logs  the  plaintiffs  put  in  under  the 
contract.  This  eliminated  from  the  case  all  other  issues 
which  would  otherwise  have  been  determined  by  the  jury, — 
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including  the  question  whether  the  parties  agreed  upon  GhJ- 
lagher  as  the  scaler  under  the  contract. 

The  charge  of  the  court  is  not  in  the  record.  We  must 
assume,  therefore,  not  only  that  it  was  without  error,  but 
that  it  covered  every  phase  of  the  case  and  every  fact  which 
had  any  bearing  upon  the  amount  of  logs  the  plaintiffs  put 
in  under  the  contract.  In  other  words,  the  party  alleging 
error  has  the  burden  of  showing  error.  The  court  refused 
to  set  aside  the  verdict  and  substitute  for  the  quantity  of 
logs  so  found  by  the  jury  the  quantity  admitted  in  the  de- 
fendant's answer.  The  court  also  refused  to  set  aside  the 
finding  of  the  jury  and  grant  a  new  trial.  Upon  the  whole 
record,  we  cannot  say  that  such  ruling  was  an  abuse  of  dis- 
cretion, nor  that  the  evidence  is  insufficient  to  support  the 
finding  of  the  jury.  As  the  record  stands,  the  plaintiffs  are 
entitled  to  have  the  case  regarded  in  the  light  most  favor- 
able for  sustaining  the  finding  of  the  jury. 

It  is  true,  such  finding  is  for  the  amount  of  40,937  feet  in 
excess  of  what  is  alleged  in  the  complaint;  but  it  was  not 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  trial  court,  and  no  ruling 
was  made  upon  it,  and  no  exception  is  taken  on  that  ground. 
Such  an  objection  cannot  be  properly  raised  in  this  court 
for  the  first  time. 

The  court  properly  held  the  defendant  liable  for  the  bark- 
marking. 

By  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 

Mabshall,  J.^  took  no  part. 


Wis.]  JANUARY  TERM,  1898.  341 

French  va  The  State. 

Feenoh,  Plaintiflf  in  error,  vs.  The  State,  Defendant  in  error. 

December  16, 1897— January  11, 1898, 

Criminal  law  and  practice:  Drawing  jurors:  Error,  when  cured:  Bill  of 

exceptions, 

1.  In  a  criminal  case,  error  in  ordering  the  drawing  of  additional  names 
from  the  supervisors'  lists  under  cli.  126,  Laws  of  1895,  when  the 
regular  panel  was  full,  is  held  to  have  been  cured,  wliere,  be- 
fore the  jury  was  completed,  the  court  sustained  the  defendant's 
objection  to  the  special  jurymen  so  drawn,  and  discharged  them, 
and  directed  the  sheriff  to  summon  additional  jurymen  from  the 
body  of  the  c6unty  as  provided  by  sec.  2538,  R.  S.  1878,  from  whom, 
in  addition  to  the  regular  panel,  the  jury  was  finally  completed. 

2l  No  question  as  to  the  regularity  of  the  jury  in  a  criminal  case  is 
available  on  writ  of  error,  where  no  objection  of  any  kind  was 
made  to  it  in  the  trial  court.    ' 

3.  The  action  of  the  trial  court  in  a  criminal  case  in  permitting  the 
testimony  of  a  witness  on  a  former  trial  to  be  read  in  evidence,  in 
pursuance  of  an  oral  stipulation  between  the  attorneys  but  against 
the  objection  of  the  defendant  himself,  cannot  be  reviewed  on 
writ  of  error,  unless  such  testimony  is  preserved  in  the  bill  of  ex- 
ceptions. 

Ekeob  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Ash- 
land county :  John  K.  Paetsh,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

Willis  F.  Silverthorn^  for  the  plaintiflf  in  error. 

For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  Geo,  H, 
McCloudj  district  attorney,  and  M,  Sleight^  and  a  separate^ 
brief  and  oral  argument  by  John  L.  Erdall^  first  assistant 
attorney  general. 

WiNSLow,  J.  The  plaintiflT  in  error  was  convicted  of  mur- 
der in  the  second  degree  at  the  September,  1896,  term  of  the 
circuit  court  for  Ashland  county,  and  prosecutes  his  writ  of 
error.  Two  former  convictions  have  been  reversed  by  this 
court.  85  Wis.  400;  93  Wis.  325.  The  facts  of  the  homi- 
cide will  be  found  fully  stated  in  the  opinion  upon  the  second 
reversal,  and  no  further  statement  is  now  necessary. 


98    341 

101    644 


342         SUPEEME  COUET  OF  WISCONSIN.  [98 

French  vs.  The  State. 

A  special  plea  of  insanity  was  interposed  and  tried,  result- 
ing in  a  disagreement  and  discharge  of  the  jury,  wherenpon 
the  plaintiff  in  error  was  tried  upon  the  plea  of  not  guilty, 
and  convicted.  It  is  contended  that  the  judgment  should 
be  reversed  (1)  for  error  in  the  drawing  of  the  jury,  and 
(2)  for  error  in  the  admission  of  written  evidence;  both  of 
said  alleged  errors  having  been  committed  upon  the  trial  of 
the  special  plea  of  insanity. 

1.  It  is  well-nigh  impossible  to  ascertain  from  the  confused 
and  fragmentary  statements  contained  in  the  record  just 
what  the  facts  were  in  relation  to  the  drawing  of  the  jury, 
but  it  seems  certain  that  it  does  not  aflSrmatively  show  that 
there  was  error.  As  near  as  we  can  ascertain  the  facts,  they 
seem  to  bo  as  follows:  There  was  a  full  panel  of  jurymen 
present,  regularly  drawn,  when  the  case  was  called.  The 
court,  fearing  that  the  number  would  be  insufficient,  ordered 
fifty  names  drawn  from  the  lists  furnished  by  the  supervis- 
ors, under  ch.  126,  Laws  of  1895,  and  directed  a  venire  to 
issue  for  them.  Meanwhile  the  drawing  of  the  jury  from 
the  regular  panel  proceeded.  Before  the  jury  was  com- 
pleted, the  court  concluded  that  his  former  order  was  errone- 
ous, and  sustained  defendant's  objection  to  the  special  jury- 
men thus  drawn  from  the  lists,  and  discharged  them,  and 
directed  the  sheriff  to  summon  twenty  jurymen  from  the 
body  of  the  county,  under  E.  S.  sec.  2538;  and  from  these 
last-named  jurymen,  in  addition  to  the  regular  panel,  the 
jury  was  finally  completed.  If,  in  fact,  the  course  of  events 
was  not  as  above  indicated,  certainly  the  fact  is  not  shown 
by  the  bill  of  exceptions,  or  by  the  clerk's  minutes;  nor  is 
it  shown  how  many  of  his  peremptory  challenges  had  been 
used  by  the  defendant,  nor  was  there  any  challenge  to  the 
array,  nor  any  objection  of  any  kind  made  to  the  jury  as 
finally  constituted  and  sworn.  The  court  was  undoubtedly 
wrong  in  ordering  the  drawing  of  additional  names  from 
the  supervisors'  lists,  under  ch.  126,  Laws  of  1895,  for  the 


Wis.]  JANUAET  TERM,  1898.  343 

French  va  The  State. 

reason  that  the  regular  panel  was  full,  and  that  chapter  is 
only  designed  to  cover  the  case  of  an  entire  absence  of  jurors 
upon  the  regular  panel,  or  the  case  of  a  deficiency  in  num- 
bers of  the  regular  panel.  But  this  error  was  corrected  and 
the  proper  course  adopted,  under  E.  S.  sec.  2538;  therefore 
no  prejudicial  error  appears  to  have  been  made.  Moreover, 
the  jury,  as  finally  constituted  and  sworn,  was  not  objected 
to  in  any  manner.  As  to  the  jury  on  the  second  trial  under 
the  plea  of  not  guilty,  no  objection  of  any  kind  was  made, 
so  that  no  question  as  to  its  regularity  is  before  us. 

2.  At  the  commencement  of  the  trial  it  was  stipulated  in 
open  court  by  counsel,  in  the  presence  of  the  defendant  and 
without  objection  from  him,  that  when  either  party  should 
be  unable  to  procure  the  attendance  of  any  witness  who  had 
testified  on  any  former  trial,  the  testimony  of  such  witness 
might  be  read  from  the  transcript  of  such  former  trial. 
Under  this  stipulation  the  trial  proceeded,  and  the  defend- 
ant introduced  the  testimony  of  several  witnesses  in  his  be- 
half hfy  reading  the  same  from  the  transcript  of  former 
trials.  When,  however,  the  state  attempted  to  introduce 
the  evidence  of  one  Oarr,  a  witness  who  was  out  of  the  state 
and  whose  attendance  could  not  be  procured,  the  defendant 
in  person  objected  to  it,  saying:  "I  can  impeach  that  by 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Hencke,  and  for  the  further  reason 
that  the  witness  is  not  face  to  face  with  me, —  no  chance  to 
impeach  him.  Mr.  Hencke  is  perfectly  willing  to  come  in 
here  and  swear  this  man  deliberately  falsified  himself  while 
on  the  stand."  The  court  overruled  the  objection,  remark- 
ing that,  "  If  you  want  to  impeach  the  testimony,  you  can 
do  so  the  same  as  if  he  were  on  the  stand."  To  this  ruling 
the  defendant  excepted  in  person.  It  is  due  to  his  counsel 
to  state  that  he  conceded  that  the  testimony  might  be  read 
under  the  stipulation,  and  that  he  took  no  exception.  The 
testimony  of  Carr  was  then  read,  but  it  is  not  preserved  in 
the  bill  of  exceptions.    This  ruling  is  now  alleged  as  error. 
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The  fact  that  the  testimony  is  not  preserved  is  a  complete 
answer  to  the  contention  now  made.  We  do  not  know 
what  the  witness  testified  to,  and  hepce  cannot  say  that  the 
defendant  was  in  any  way  prejudiced  by  the  ruling.  His 
testimony  may  have  been  immq.terial,  or  it  may  have  been 
beneficial  to  the  defendant,  but,  in  any  event,  it  is  sufficient 
that  it  does  not  appear  that  it  was  in  the  least  degree  ioja- 
rious  to  the  defendant's  case. 

By  the  Court. —  Judgment  affirmed. 
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November  19, 1897 -- February  8, 1898, 

Pleading:  Breach  of  contract:  Several  judgment  against  person  sited  as 
jointly  liable:  Variance  bettoeen  verdict  and  judgment:  Immaterial 


1.  Allegations  that  defendants  were  copartners;  that  plaintiff  had  a 

running  account  with  the  firm;  that  he  delivered  to  the  firm  a  cer- 
tificate for  corporate  stock,  under  an  agreement  that  the  div- 
idends paid  thereon  should  be  collected  and  credited  to  him  on 
such  account;  th^t  several  dividends  were  collected,  the  amount 
of  each  being  specified;  and  that  defendants  thereafter  refused  to 
credit  the  same  as  agreed,  or  to  account  therefor,  are  held  suffi- 
cient to  state  a  cause  of  action  for  breach  of  the  agreement 

2,  Under  sea  2885,  R.  S.  1878  (providing  that  when  it  appears  on  the 

trial  of  an  action  against  several  defendants  sought  to  be  charged 
as  jointly,  or  jointly  and  severally,  liable,  that  some  were  liable 
and  others  not,  judgment  may  be  rendered  against  either  or  any 
of  the  defendants  found  liable),  a  judgment  may  be  rendered 
against  one  of  several  defendants  sued  as  copartners,  notwith- 
standing the  entire  failure  of  proof  as  to  a  partnership  liability. 
&  An  error  in  such  case  in  rendering  a  verdict  in  form  against  all  the 
defendants  and  entering  judgment  against  one  defendant  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  undisputed  facts,  did  not  affect  substantial 
rights,  and  is  therefore  disregarded,  under  sec.  2829,  R.  S.  1878. 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  St.  Croix 
county :  E.  B.  Bundy,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

Action  to  recover  of  the  defendants  as  copartners,  $913.31, 
alleged  to  have  been  collected  by  defendants  for  plaintiff  as 
and  for  dividends  on  fifteen  shares  of  corporation  stock,  to- 
gether with  the  interest  on  such  sum  from  the  time  so  col- 
lected. None  of  the  defendants  were  served  or  appeared  in 
the  action,  except  Isaac  Staples,  He  answered  denying  the 
allegations  of  the  complaint  as  to  the  partnership,  also 
the  allegations  in  respect  to  the  agreement  to  collect  divi- 
dends for  plaintiff,  and  that  dividends  were  collected  and 
not  paid  or  accounted  for.  At  the  close  of  plaintiff's  evi- 
dence there  was  a  motion  for  a  nonsuit  on  the  ground  that 
there  was  no  proof  of  the  partnership.  The  motion  was  de- 
nied. At  the  close  of  the  evidence  it  appeared  that  R.  Her- 
sey,  named  as  defendant,  was  not  a  member  of  the  firm  of 
Hersey,  Staples  &  Bean,  but  that  there  was  such  a  firm, 
and  that  Samuel  E.  Hersey  was  a  member  thereof,  instead 
of  R.  Hersey;  that  Samuel  E.  died;  and  that  the  partner- 
ship was  dissolved  before  the  commencement  of  the  action. 
On  motion  the  court  allowed  the  complaint  to  be  amended 
accordingly,  and  then  directed  a  verdict  in  plaintiff's  favor 
generally,  for  dividends  which  the  evidence  showed  were 
collected  on  plaintiff's  stock  and  not  accounted  for,  with  in- 
terest thereon.  Judgment  was  thereafter  rendered  against 
Isa€LO  Staples  alone,  from  which  this  appeal  was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  S,  J,  Bradford 
and  Clapp  &  Macartney^  and  oral  argument  by  N.  II.  Clapp. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  W,  F.  McNally 
and  S.  N.  E'awJcins^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr,  McXally, 
To  the  point  that  the  entry  of  judgment  against  the  appel- 
lant was  proper,  they  cited  Van  Ness  v.  Corkins,  12  Wis. 
186;  Decker  v.  Trilling,  24  id.  610;  Sim'th  v,  Cassell,  70  id. 
567;  Harrington  v,  Iligham,  15  Barb.  524;  Parker  v,  Jack- 
son, 16  id."  33;   Wiiherhead  v,  Allen,  28  id.  6C2;  People  v. 
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€ramy  8  How.  Pr.  151 ;  Benson  v.  Painej  17  id.  407;  Brums- 
Mll  V.  James,  11  N.  Y.  294;  Mcintosh  v.  Ensign^  28  id.  169; 
Stedeker  v.  Bernard,  102  id.  327. 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  December  10, 1897: 

Marshall,  J.  The  complaint  safficiently  alleges  as  facts, 
that  in  1872  defendants  were  copartners  under  the  firm 
name  of  Hersey,  Staples  &  Bean ;  that  plaintiff  had  a  run- 
ning account  with  such  firm;  that  he  delivered  to  the  firm 
a  certificate  for  fifteen  shares  of  corporation  stock,  under 
an  agreement  that  the  dividends  paid  thereon  should  be  col- 
lected and  credited  to  the  plaintiff  on  the  books  of  the  firm, 
in  the  running  account  between  the  parties;  that  several 
dividends  were  declared  by  the  corporation  and  were  col- 
lected on  such  stock  (the  amount  of  each  such  dividend 
being  particularly  set  forth);  and  that  defendants  thereafter 
refused  to  credit  the  same  as  agreed  upon,  or  to  account 
therefor.  Such  facts  were  ample  to- sustain  the  action  for 
damages  for  breach  of  the  agreement.  So  the  demurrer  to 
the  complaint,  as  not  stating  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a 
cause  of  action,  was  properly  overruled. 

The  evidence  shows,  without  dispute,  that  plaintiff  deliv- 
ered the  certificate  of  stock  to  defendant  Isa^c  Staples;  that 
he  agreed  to  collect  the  dividends  and  credit  the  same  to 
plaintiff;  that  dividends  were  paid  on  all  the  stock  substan- 
tially as  alleged  in  the  complaint,  aggregating  in  all  about 
175  per  cent,  of  the  face  value  of  such  stock;  that  Staples 
accounted  therefor  as  to  ten  shares  of  stock,  bat  refused  to 
account  for  the  collections  on  five  shares,  giving  as  an  ex- 
cuse that  such  shares  had  been  conveyed  to  Hersey,  Staples 
&  Bean.  On  that  state  of  the  case  the  question  is,  Was  it 
error  to  render  judgment  against  defendant  Staples,  not- 
withstanding the  entire  failure  of  proof  as  to  a  partnership 
liability?  The  appellant  relies  upon  the  rule  that  governs 
in  the  absence  of  a  statute,  that  where  a  suit  is  brought  on 
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a  joint  liability,  the  failure  as  to  one  defendant,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  an  amendment  to  the  complaint  to  cure  the  defect, 
is  fatal  as  to  all.  The  answer  to  counsel's  contention  is, 
that  sec.  2885,  R.  S.  1878,  provides  that,  "when  it  shall  ap- 
pear on  the  trial  of  an  action,  on  contract  or  tort,  against 
several  defendants,  sought  to  be  charged  as  jointly,  or  jointly 
and  severally^  liable^  that  some  were  liable  and  others  not^ 
judgment  may  he  rendered  against  either ^  or  any^  of  the  de- 
fendants found  liable  to  the  plaintiff  at  the  commencement  of 
tlve  actionP  That  covers  the  subject  as  plainly  as  language 
can  do  it,  and  must  govern  without  regard  to  decisions  of 
courts  in  jurisdictions  where  there  is  no  statute. 

The  fact  that  the  verdict  was  rendered  in  form  against 
all  defendants,  and  the  judgment  against  Staples  alone,  is  a 
variance  that  does  not  prejudice  the  appellant.  The  verdict 
should  have  been  against  Staples  alone.  The  judgment  was 
rendered  in  accordance  with  the  undisputed  facts.  All  errors 
not  aflfecting  substantial  rights,  under  the  statute  on  the  sub- 
ject, are  disregarded,  and  no  judgment  reversed  or  aflfected 
by  any  such  error.  Sec.  2829,  R.  S.  1878.  The  full  scope 
and  meanintr  of  such  statute  is  often  lost  sisfht  of  bv  the 
profession,  else  many  trifling  defects  that  are  proper  sub- 
jects for  amendment  as  of  course  in  the  trial  court,  and  de- 
fects that  do  not  in  any  way  affect  substantial  rights,  which 
are  assigned  for  error  and  pressed  upon  the  attention  of  this 
court  with  much  earnestness  and  labor,  would  not  be  pre- 
sented here  at  all.  As  said  by  Dixon,  C.  J.,  in  Decker  v. 
Trilling^  2-1:  Wis.  610,  it  is  a  beneficent  statute  and  cures  a 
multitude  of  errors,  as  numerous  cases  in  which  it  has  been 
acted  upon  by  this  court  will  show.  There  a  joint  judgment 
on  a  several  liability  was  held  cured  by  the  statute.  In 
Oorton  V.  Bailey,  46  Wis.  633,  a  defective  affidavit  to  a  com- 
plaint upon  which  there  was  a  judgment  by  confession,  there 
being  nothing  to  impeach  the  justice  of  the  judgment;  and 
in  Atkinson  v.  Harran,  68  Wis.  405,  a  judgment  for  special 
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damages  ia  accordance  with  the  evidence,  though  not  claimed 
in  the  complaint  originally  or  by  amendment  in  the  court 
below ;  and  in  Forcy  v.  Leono/rd,  63  Wis.  353,  a  judgment  in 
accordance  with  the  proof,  not  following  the  complaint  as 
originally  drawn,  and  without  amendment  curing  the  defect; 
and  in  Jackson  v.  State^  91  Wis.  253,  a  defective  instruction 
that  did  not  prejudice  the  defendant  under  the  facts  of  the 
case,  are  a  few  of  the  many  instances  where  the  court  has 
held  the  defects  cured  by  the  statute. 

No  other  question  is  presented,  deserving  of  special  men- 
tion. The  amounts  collected  as  dividends  upon  the  plaint- 
iff's stock  and  not  accounted  for,  as  shown  by  the  undisputed 
evidence,  with  legal  interest  up  to  the  time  of  the  trial,  ap- 
pears by  computation  to  be  substantially  in  accordance  with 
the  verdict. 

By  the  Court — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 

A  motion  for  a  rehearing  was  denied  February  8, 1898. 


Lago,  Eespondenfc,  vs.  Walsh  and  others,  Appellants. 

"51^        8481 
64  lAi  169n|  January  11 — February  S,  1898. 

Master  and  servant:  Personal  injuries:  Pleading:  Negligence:  Contrib- 
utory negligence:  Instructions:  Evidence:  Fdlow-servants. 

1.  In  an  action  for  personal  injuries  received  while  stowing  away 
sacks  of  bran  in  the  hold  of  a  vessel,  the  complaint  —  alleging  in 
effect  that  at  the  time  of  the  injury  plaintiff  was  in  the  aotual 
employment  of  defendant,  in  the  performance  of  his  duty  at  a 
place  where  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  be;  that  he  notified  bis 
co-employees  who  were  dumping  the  sacks  into  the  hold  to  refrain 
from  throwing  down  more  sacks  until  he  had  piled  up  those  al- 
ready there;  that  it  then  became  the  duty  of  defendants  and  their 
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employees  not  to  throw  down  more  sacks  until  notified  so  to  do; 
and  that  the  defendants,  contrary  to  their  duty  and  without  warn- 
ing, wrongfully  and  negligently  ordered  their  dumpers  to  throw 
down  several  sacks  into  the  hold,  while  the  plaintiff,  not  knowing 
that  sacks  were  to  be  thrown  down  without  warning,  was  work- 
ing directly  beneath  the  hatchway,  whereby  plaintiff  was  in- 
jured —  is  held  to  be  sufficient  and  not  to  show  affirmatively  that 
plaintiff  was  guilty  of  contributory  negligence. 
2l  Evidence  to  the  effect  that  there  was  a  standing  rule  that  dumpers 
should  give  warning  to  those  in  the  hold  before  dumping  down 
any  sacks;  that  plaintiff  had  told  the  duhjper  not  to  throw  down 
any  more  sacks;  that  one  of  the  defendants  passed  by,  and  seeing 
trucks  loaded  with  sacks  standing  there  inquired  the  cause,  and 
was  told  of  plaintiff's  direction;  that  such  defendant  then  looked 
into  the  hold  and  said  with  an  oath,  **  Dump  them  sacks,  dump 
them  down,"  and  they  were  dumped  accord inglj',  without  warn- 
ing, is  held  sufficient  evidence  to  sustain  a  verdict  finding  negli- 
gence on  the  part  of  defendants 

3.  The  fact  that  the  plaintiff  heard  the  defendant's  order  to  dump  the 

sacks,  and  nevertheless  continued  working  where  they  would  be 
liable  to  strike  him,  is  held  not  to  render  him  guilty  of  contribu- 
tory negligence  as  matter  of  law,  in  view  of  his  previous  direction 
to  the  dumper  and  the  rule  not  to  dump  without  warning,  and  of 
the  equivocal  language  employed  by  the  defendant 

4.  An  instruction  that  if  the  jury  found  the  defendant  intentionally 

ordered  the  dumper  to  dump  instantly,  without  warning,  when 
he  had  reason  to  think  there  might  be  men  below  in  danger,  such 
act  constituted  carelessness  as  a  matter  of  law,  and  that  plaintiff 
should  recover  unless  they  also  found  that  he  was  guilty  of  con- 
tributory negligence,  is  held  not  to  have  been  erroneous. 
tk  Nor  was  it  error  to  instruct  the  jury  that,  in  passing  upon  the 
question  whether  plaintiff  would  have  escaped  had  he  exercised 
ordinary  care,  they  should  take  into  consideration  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,—  "  get  into  his  shoes,  so  far  as  may  be,  when 
you  pass  upon  his  conduct;"  and  that  carelessness  meant  "lack 
of  ordinary  care;  that  is,  lack  of  such  care  as  the  man  of  ordinary 
care  would  exercise  under  the  particular  circumstances  of  the 
case,"  especially  where  followed  by  an  instruction  that  defendant's 
order  to  dump  acted  as  a  revocation  of  the  plaintiff's  previous 
order  to  stop  dumping,  and  imposed  upon  the  plaintiff  the  duty  of 
exercising  reasonable  diligence  to  get  out  of  the  way  of  the  sacks 
80  dumped;  and  that  they  should  find  for  the  defendants  unless 
plaintiff  exercised  such  reasonable  diligence. 


350  SUPKEME  COUKT  OF  WISCONSIN.  [98 

Lago  va.  Walsh  and  others. 

Testimony  of  a  physician  to  the  effect  that  the  plaintifiTs  in jared 
leg  was  more  apt  to  suffer  in  the  future  from  rheumatism  than 
if  it  had  not  been  injured  was  admissible  to  show  the  actual  eilect 
of  the  injury. 

7.  An  employer  is  not  relieved  from  liability  for  negligence  causing 

an  injury  to  an  employee  by  the  fact  that  the  negligence  of  a 
fellow-servant  also  contributed  to  the  injury. 

8,  Under  sec.  4197.  R.  S.  1878,  where  the  complaint  expressly  alleged 

that  the  defendants  were  copartners,  a  general  denial  did  not  pat 
in  issue  the  question  of  partnership. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Douglas 
county :  Charles  Smith,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

A.  T,  JRock^  for  the  appellants. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  G^Biden,  &  Vaughn, 

Cassoday,  0.  J.  Thi6  action  was  brought  to  recover  dam- 
ages for  personal  injuries  alleged  to  have  been  sustained  by 
the  plaintiff  while  in  the  employ  of  the  defendants,  assisting 
in  loading  a  lake  vessel  with  sacks  of  bran  at  the  transfer  dock 
of  the  Eastern  Railway  Company  of  Minnesota,  at  West 
Superior,  between  9  and  10  o'clock  on  the  evening  of  May 
24,  1895.  The  cause  being  at  issue  and  tried,  the  jury,  at 
the  close  of  the  trial,  returned  a  verdict  in  favor  of  the 
plaintiff,  and  assessed  his  damages  at  $168.  From  the  judg- 
ment entered  thereon  the  defendants  bring  this  appeal. 

There  is  evidence  tending  to  prove  that  the  contract  of 
the  company  for  the  loading  of  the  vessel  was  made  in  the 
name  of  the  defendant  W,  P,  Walshy  but  that  all  the  defend- 
ants who  worked  that  day,  known  as  the  "  ton  gang,"  were  to 
share  the  profits  and  losses  of  the  business;  that  the  boat  at 
the  time  lay  at  the  east  side  of  the  dock;  that  the  method 
of  loading  the  boat  with  the  sacks  or  bags  of  bran,  which 
would  weigh  200  pounds  each,  was  for  the  "truckers"  to 
put  two  sacks  on  each  truck  at  the  warehouse  or  shed,  and 
wheel  them  to  the  dock,  and  from  thence  to  the  hatchway 
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or  opening  in  the  upper  deck,  of  the  usual  size  (eight  by  ten 
feet);  that  to  conveniently  and  more  safely  lower  the  bags 
from  the  deck  through  the  hatchway  of  the  boat  into  the 
hold  below,  a  sufficient  quantity  of  such  bags  were  first  ar- 
ranged into  a  pyramid  or  bulkhead  directly  beneath  the 
hatchway,  and  extending  from  the  bottom  floor  in  the  hold 
upwards  to  a  point  about  two  feet  below  the  opening  of  the 
hatchway,  directly  above;  that  this  pyramid  was  about 
three  feet  larger  each  way  at  the  bottom,  and  about  two  feet 
smaller  each  way  at  the  top,  than  the  opening  of  the  hatch- 
way; that  there  were  two  men  (Cone  and  Griffin)  employed 
and  stationed  by  the  defendants  on  the*  deck  of  the  boat, 
one  at  either  side  of  the  hatchway,  whose  sole  duties  were 
to  dump  from  the  trucks  all  bags  brought  to  their  respective 
sides,  down  upon  the  bulkhead,  alternately  forward  and 
aft,  and  before  so  dumping  to  warn  the  men  below,  work- 
ing in  the  hold,  by  crying  out,  just  before  dumping,  "  Below 
forward,"  or  "Below  aft,"  as  the  case  required;  that  on  the 
night  in  question  the  plaintiff  and  one  Michigan  were  di- 
rected by  the  foreman  of  the  defendants  to  work  in  the 
hold  of  the  boat  at  the  aft  corner  on  the  water  side  of  such 
slide  or  bulkhead,  and  there  to  stow  away  such  bags  as  came 
down  to  that  corner;  that  pursuant  to  such  directions  they 
entered  upon  their  duties;  that  they  were  unable  to  keep 
the  bags  stowed  away  as  rapidly  as  they  came  down  to 
them;  that  the  plaintiff  left  the  hold,  and  ascended  the  bulk- 
head, and  told  one  of  the  dumpers  (Cone)  to  dump  no  more 
bags  into  the  hold  until  he  told  him  to,  that  they  were  work- 
ing right  under  the  hatch,  and  were  in  danger  there;  that 
Cone  said,  "All  right;"  that,  according  to  their  custom  in 
doing  such  work,  the  dumpers  were  thereupon  required  to 
refrain  from  further  dumping  until  notified  by  the  men  in 
the  hold;  that  the  plaintiff  and  Michigan  thereupon  de- 
pended upon  Cone  not  to  dump  any  more  sacks  until  they 
told  him  to;  that  very  soon  after,  the  defendant  McGovern 
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came  on  the  deck  of  the  boat,  and  said,  "What  is  the  mat- 
ter with  the  trucks  standing  there?"  that  Cone  replied  that 
the  men  in  the  aft  side  had  told  him  to  hold  the  trucks; 
that  McGovei^  looked  down  into  the  hold,  and  saw  there 
was  room  for  more  sacks  there,  and  then  said  to  Cone: 
"Dump  them  sacks.  Jesus  Christ!  dump  them  down;" 
that  the  plaintiff  then  went  to  grab  another  sack,  thinking 
that  Cone  would  not  dump  any  more  bags  until  he  should 
tell  him;  that  as  he  looked  up  the  sack  was  coming,  and 
that  he  just  had  time  to  save  his  head,  and  then  the  sack 
struck  the  bulkhead  and  the  plaintiff's  leg,  9.nd  caused  the 
injury  complained  c^f. 

1.  There  is  no  good  ground  for  holding  the  complaint  in- 
suflScient,  as  contended.  It  alleges,  in  effect,  that  at  the 
time  of  the  injury  the  plaintiff  was  in  the  actual  employment 
of  the  defendants,  and  in  the  performance  of  his  duties  at 
the  place  where  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  be;  that  he  no- 
tified the  dumpers  to  refrain  from  throwing  down  more  sacks 
until  he  had  arranged  and  piled  up  those  which  had  already 
been  thrown  down;  that  it  then  became  the  duty  of  the  de- 
fendants and  their  other  employees  to  so  refrain  from  throw- 
ing down  more  sacks  until  warning  should  be  given,  in  order 
to  protect  the  plaintiff  from  injury ;  that  the  defendants,  con- 
trary to  their  duties  and  without  warning,  wrongfully  and 
negligently  ordered  their  dumpers  to  throw  down  several 
sacks  into  the  hold  while  the  plaintiff  was  working  directly 
underneath  the  hatchway,  and  wholly  ignorant  that  sacks 
were  to  be  so  thrown  down  without  warning.  The  facts 
alleged  in  the  complaint  do  not  affirmatively  show  contribu- 
tory negligence  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff,  as  contended  by 
counsel. 

2.  There  was  no  error  in  holding  that  the  evidence  estab- 
lished the  existence  of  a  partnership  between  the  several 
defendants,  or  at  least  that  they  were  all  engaged  at  the 
time  in  doing  the  work  as  principals.    Besides,  the  complaint 
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alleges,  in  effect,  that  the  defendants  were  at  the  time  co- 
partners engaged  in  loading  and  unloading  vessels,  and  such 
allegation  is  not  "expressly  denied"  by  the  answer,  nor  by 
any  affidavit  made  by  or  in  behalf  of  the  defendants,  or  any 
of  them,  and  hence  "such  averments"  of  the  complaint  must 
"be  taken  to  be  true."  Sec.  4197,  R.  S.  1878;  Martin  v. 
Am.  Evp.  Co.  19  Wis.  336;  Fisk  v.  Tank,  12  Wis.  276.  The 
mere  general  denial  in  the  answer  did  not  put  the  question 
of  partnership  in  issue, 

3.  We  cannot  hold,  as  a  matter  of  law,  that  the  evidence 
is  insufficient  to  support  a  finding  of  negligence  on  the  part 
of  the  defendants.  One  of  the  principal  questions  submit- 
ted to  the  jury  was  whether  the  sacks  at  the  time  in  ques- 
tion were  dumped  down  by  order  of  the  defendant  MoGoverny 
or  by  the  foreman  of  the  defendants,  and  the  verdict,  in  effect, 
finds  that  it  was  done  by  the  order  of  MoGovem.  This  took 
the  question  of  co-employee  out  of  the  case.  It  appears  that 
there  was  a  standing  rule  that  the  dumpers  should  give  warn- 
ing to  those  in  the  hold  of  the  vessel  where  the  plaintiff  at 
the  time  in  question  was  at  work,  before  dumping  down  any 
sack.  The  question  submitted  to  the  jury  was  whether  the 
language  used  by  McGovern.,  and  quoted  above,  was  prop- 
erly understood  as  an  order  to  dump  instantly  and  without 
giving  warning,  or  only  to  dump  after  giving  the  usual  warn- 
ing, and  the  jury  found  that  it  was  the  former.  We  think 
the  evidence  sustains  the  finding  of  the  defendants'  negli- 
gence. 

4.  True,  it  appears  that  the  plaintiff,  as  well  as  the  dumper, 
heard  the  order  of  McGovern;  but  the  fact  that  the  dumper 
had  been  requested  bj'  the  plaintiff  not  to  dump  until  in- 
formed that  the  sacks  had  been  cleared  away  below,  nor 
without  warning,  and  had  promised  not  to  do  so,  together 
with  the  equivocal  language  employed  hy  McGovern,  would 
seem  to  justify  the  court  in  not  taking  from  the  jury  the 

Vol.  98  — 23 
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question  of  the  plaintiflf's  contributory  negligence.  True^ 
the  plaintiflf  could  look  up  through  the  hatchway,  but  it  was 
necessarily  an  awkward  thing  to  do,  down  in  the  hold  of  the 
vessel,  while  moving  and  placing  sacks  weighing  200  pounds 
each;  and,  besides,  it  was  between  9  and  10  o'clock  at  night. 
The  verdict,  to  the  eflFeot  that  the  plaintiff  was  free  from 
contributory  negligence,  is  sustained  by  the  evidence. 

5.  Error  is  assigned  because  the  court  charged  the  jury : 
"If;  however,  you  find  that  the  order  of  McGovem  meant 
dump  at  once,  and  he  had  reason  to  think  there  might  be 
men  at  work  below,  in  danger,  I  charge  you  that  it  was, 
as  matter  of  law,  carelessness,  and  your  verdict  will  be  for 
the  plaintiff,  unless  you  further  find  that  plaintiff  was  him- 
self careless  in  the  premises,  and  that  such  carelessness  on 
his  part  contributed  to  cause  the  accident.  The  burden  is 
upon  the  plaintiff  to  prove  by  a  preponderance  of  evidence 
that  the  order  of  McGovern  meant  dump  instanter."  Upon 
the  conceded  fact  that  the  dumper,  in  pursuance  of  the  order 
so  given,  did  dump  the  sacks  instantly  and  without  warn- 
ing, we  find  no  error  in  this  portion  of  the  charge.  If  Mc- 
Oovcrn  intentionally  ordered  the  dumper  to  dump  instantly 
while  the  plaintiff  was  thus  exposed  to  danger,  then  it  was 
not  only  careless,  as  a  matter  of  law,  but  reckless. 

6.  Error  is  assigned  because  the  court,  in  charging  the 
jury,  said:  "Had  he  exercised  ordinary  care,  would  he  have 
escaped  the  injury?  In  passing  upon  this  important  ques- 
tion, you  will  take  carefully  into  consideration  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  this  case, —  get  into  his  shoes,  so  far  as  may 
be,  when  you  pass  upon  his  conduct.  Carelessness,  as  used 
in  these  instructions,  means  lack  of  ordinary  care;  that  is, 
lack  of  such  care  as  the  man  of  ordinary  care  would  exer- 
cise under  the  particular  circumstances  of  the  case."  True, 
the  jury  were  thereby  instructed  to  get  into  the  plaintiff's 
shoes,  as  far  as  might  be,  wheii  passing  upon  his  conduct; 
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bat  we  do  not  understand  the  instruction  as  fixing  the  plaintr 
iflf's  conduct  or  his  conception  of  duty  as  the  standard  of 
the  care.  On  the  contrary,  the  question  under  considera- 
^  tion  was  the  exercise  "of  ordinary  care,"  which  was  defined 
as  "  such  care  as  the  man  of  ordinary  care  would  exercise^ 
under  the  particular  circumstances  of  the  case."  We  find 
no  error  in  this  instruction.  Especially  is  this  so  since  it 
was  followed  by  an  instruction,  given  at  the  request  of  the 
defendants,  to  the  effect  that  McGovem^a  order  to  the  dumper,, 
so  given  and  heard  by  the  plaintiff,  operated  as  a  revocationr 
of  the  plaintiff's  previous  order  to  stop  dumping,  and  that 
"  the  duty  was  thereby  imposed  upon  the  plaintiff  to  exer- 
cise reasonable  diligence  to  get  out  of  the  way  of  the  sacks 
so  dumped;  and  unless  you  further  find  that  plaintiff  did 
exercise  such  reasonable  care  and  diligence  as  an  ordinary, 
careful,  prudent,  and  intelligent  man  would  exercise  under 
the  circumstances,  then  your  verdict  should  be  for  the  de- 
fendant." 

7.  Nor  do  we  think  it  was  error  for  the  court  to  give  to 
the  jury,  at  the  request  of  the  plaintiff,  the  following  in- 
struction :  "  If  the  jury  should  find  from  the  evidence  that 
the  defendant  McGovern  ordered  Cone,  the  dumper,  to  dump 
the  sack  of  bran  down  into  the  hatch,  and  such  order,  under 
the  circumstances,  was  negligence  contributing  approxi- 
mately to  cause  plaintiff's  injury,  the  fact,  if  you  so  find,  that 
the  negligence  of  Cone  combined  with  such  negligence  of  the 
defendant  McGovern  to  produce  the  injury  would  not  re- 
lieve the  defendants  from  liability  in  this  case."  There 
are  exceptions  to  other  portions  of  the  charge,  but  they  are 
either  too  general  or  too  inconsequential  to  call  for  consid- 
eration. 

§.  There  was  no  error  in*  admitting  testimony  of  a  physi- 
cian to  the  effect  that  the  plaintiff's  injured  leg  was  more 
apt  to  suffer  in  the  future  from  rheumatism  than  though  it 
had  not  been  injured,  as  it  tended  to  show  the  actual  effect  of 
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the  injury.  Besides,  the  amount  of  damages  allowed  shows 
that  the  jury  were  not  misled  by  such  testimony. 

We  find  no  reversible  error  in  the  record. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of 
Douglas  county  is  affirmed. 


EoosEVELT,  Eespondent,  vs.  Ulmer  and  others,  Appellants. 

January  11  —  F^brwiry  8, 1898, 

Practice:  Veriflcatian  by  agent:  Service  by  publication:  Sufficiency  of 
order:  Jurisdiction, 

1.  In  an  action  to  recover  instalments  of  rent,  the  verification  of  the 
complaint  by  an  agent  showed  that  the  deponent  had  acted  as 
agent  for  the  plaintiff  in  collecting  rents  for  several  years,  and  had 
collected  a  considerable  amount  thereof,  and  that  his  belief  as  to 
the  allegations  made  upon  information  and  belief  was  founded 
upon  transactions  wherein  he  was  plaintiff's  agent.  Held^  that 
this  sufficiently  set  forth  the  agent's  knowledge  and  the  grounds 
of  his  belief,  under  sea  2666,  R.  S.  1878. 

H,  The  provision  of  sec.  2640,  R.  S.  1878,  that  the  facts  required  to  exist 
in  order  to  authorize  service  by  publication  must  appear  in  the 
complaint  and  affidavit  for  publication  taken  together,  is  a  juris- 
dictional requirement  and  must  be  strictly  complied  with. 

8.  The  provisions  of  sea  2640,  R.  S.  1878,  that  the  order  for  publication 
^ shall  direct  that  the  service  of  the  summons  be  made  by  its  pub- 
lication in  a  newspaper  .  .  .  not  less  than  once  a  week  for  six 
weeks,  and  that  on  or  before  the  day  of  the  first  publication  "  a 
copy  be  deposited  in  the  post  office,  eta;  and  that  "the  first  publi- 
cation must  be  made  \^ithin  three  months  from  the  date  of  such 
order,"  are  not  sufficiently  complied  with  by  an  order  requiring 
the  first  publication  be  made  "  three  months /rom the  date  "thereof, 
and  that  "on  or  about  the  date. of  the  first  publication "  the  sum- 
mons be  mailed. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Douglas 
county:  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.     Eeversed. 
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This  was  an  action  to  recover  instalments  due  upon  the 
lease  of  certain  real  estate  in  the  city  of  Superior,  which 
lease  was  made  by  one  Lewis  to  the  defendants'  firm  in 
April,  1892,  the  rentals  having  been  assigned  by  Lewis  to 
the  plaintiff  herein  in  June,  1893.  The  complaint  was  veri- 
fied by  Mr.  Gilbert,  the  plaintiff's  agent  and  attorney,  the^ 
plaintiff  himself  being  a  nonresident.  The  defendants  were 
also  nonresidents,  and  an  affidavit  for  publication  was  made^ 
and  filed,  together  with  the  complaint,  upon  which  the  order 
of  publication  was  made,  and  thereafter  personal  service  of 
the  summons  was  made  upon  the  defendants  Ulmer  and 
O^Meis,  At  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  action^ 
an  affidavit  for  writ  of  attachment  was  also  made  and  filed, 
and  a  writ  issued,  and  certain  personal  property  of  the  de- 
fendants attached.  Judgment  was  thereafter  rendered  by 
default  against  all  the  defendants  for  the  amount  claimed  ii> 
the  complaint,  and  shortly  afterwards  the  defendants  Ulmet^ 
and  O^Meis  appeared  specially  and  moved  to  set  aside  the 
judgment  and  attachment  proceedings  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion.    This  motion  was  denied,  and  the  defendants  appeal. 

For  the  appellants  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  Titv>s  (&  Mcintosh. 

For  the  respondent  there  were  briefs  by  Henry  W,  Gih 
lert  and  H.  G.  Sloan^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Sloan. 

W"iNSLow,  J.  The  defendants  were  nonresidents,  and  per- 
sonal service  was  made  upon  them  outside  the  state,  under 
an  order  of  publication,  and  the  question  is  whether  juris- 
diction was  obtained.  It  is  claimed  that  jurisdiction  was 
not  obtained  because  (1)  the  complaint  was  not  properly 
verified;  (2)  it  did  not  appear  by  the  affidavit  or  the  com- 
plaint that  the  defendants  had  property  within  this  state^ 
nor  that  the  cause  of  action  arose  therein;  (3)  the  order  of 
publication  required  the  first  publication  of  the  summons  to 
be  made  three  months  from  the  date  of  the  order,  and  that 
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the  summons  be  mailed  "on  or  about"  the  day  of  the  first 
publication. 

1.  The  statute  (R.  S.  1878,  sec.  2666)  requires  that,  when 
a  pleading  is  verified  by  an  agent,  he  shall  set  forth  in  the 
affidavit  his  knowledge  or  the  grounds  of  his  belief  on  the 
subject,  and  the  reasons  why  it  is  not  made  by  the  party. 
It  is  objected  in  the  present  case  that  the  verification  does 
not  set  forth  the  agent's  knowledge  or  his  grounds  of  belief. 
The  action  is  to  recover  instalments  of  rent  upon  a  lease. 
The  verification  shows  that  the  deponent  had  acted  as  agent 
for  the  plaintiff  in  collecting  the  rents  for  several  years,  and 
collected  a  considerable  amount  of  the  rents  due  from  the 
defendants.  These  facts  would  almost  necessarily  place  the 
agent  in  possession  of  the  material  facts  with  regard  to  the 
lease  and  its  terms  and  the  payments  made.  The  principal 
allegations  of  the  complaint  are  made  upon  knowledge,  and 
we  think  that  these  statements  sufficiently  show  the  agent's 
knowledge.  As  to  the  allegations  made  upon  information 
and  belief,  the  affidavit  states,  in  effect,  that  the  grounds  of 
his  belief  are  founded  upon  and  derived  from  such  trans- 
actions wherein  he  was  the  plaintiff's  agent.  This  seems  to 
us  quite  a  satisfactory  showing,  and  we  regard  it  as  sufficient 

2.  The  facts  required  to  exist  in  order  to  authorize  service 
by  publication  must  appear  in  the  complaint  and  the  affi- 
<lavit  of  publication  taken  together.  K.  S.  1878,  sec.  26i0. 
This  is  plainly  a  jurisdictional  requirement,  and  must  be 
strictly  complied  with.  Anderson  v.  Coburn,  27  Wis.  558; 
Barber  v.  Morris^  37  Minn.  194;  Cumm^ings  v.  Tabor ^  61 
Wis.  185.  In  the  present  case  it  was  not  alleged  in  the  com- 
plaint nor  in  the  affidavit  for  publication  either  that  the  de- 
fendants had  property  within  this  state  or  that  the  cause  of 
action  arose  therein.  R.  S.  1878,  sec.  2639,  subd.  1.  One 
of  these  facts  must  appear  in  -order  to  justify  an  order  of 
publication  under  subd.  1;  and  it  is  not  claimed  that  a  case 
was  made  under  any  of  the  other  subdivisions.    The  conclu- 
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fiion  necessarily  follows  that  no  order  of  publication  could 
be  made,  and  that,  if  made,  no  jurisdiction  was  acquired  by 
service  under  it. 

3.  The  order  was  also  defective  and  void  because  it  did 
not  comply  with  the  statute  in  vital  particulars.  The  statute 
says  (sec.  2640,  K.  S.  1878):  "The  order  shall  direct  that 
service  of  the  summons  be  made  by  its  publication  in  a  news- 
paper, .  .  .  not  less  than  once  a  week  for  six  weeks, 
and  that,  on  or  before  the  day  of  the  first  publication,"  a 
<5opy  be  deposited  in  the  post  office,  etc. ;  also,  "  the  first 
publication  must  be  made  within  three  months  from  the 
date  of  such  order."  By  some  strange  inadvertence,  the 
order  in  the  present  case  required  that  the  first  publication 
be  made  "  three  months  from,  the  date  of  the  order,"  and 
that,  "on  or  about  the  date  of  the  first  publication,"  the 
summons  be  mailed.  This  is  certainly  too  wide  a  departure 
from  the  plain  requirements  of  the  law  to  be  sustained  in  a 
jurisdictional  proceeding  where  strict  compliance  is  neces- 
sary. The  terms  of  the  order  might  be  literally  complied 
with,  and  the  terms  of  the  statute  violated. 

By  the  Court. —  Order  reversed,  and  action  remanded  with 
directions  to  vacate  the  judgment  and  set  aside  the  attach- 
ment and  all  subsequent  proceedings. 


McLean,  Appellant,  vs.  Hoehle  and  others,  Eespondents. 

January  IB-— February  8, 1898, 

Foreclosure  of  mortgages:  Redemption  by  subsequent  mortgagee. 

Bees.  8533,  8534,  3540,  R.  a  1878,  provide  that  the  owner  of  lands  sold 
on  the  foreclosure  of  a  mortgage  by  advertisement  may  redeem 
therefrom,  and  that  if  redemption  be  not  made  the  sale  shall  be 
completed  by  the  making  of  a  deed  to  the  purchaser,  his  assigns 
or  personal  representatives^  and  also  provide  that  if  the  owner 
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fails  to  redeem,  any  subsequent  mortgagee  may  do  so  and  will 
thereby  become  entitled  to  a  deed  completing  such  sale.  Held^ 
that  the  bona  fide  holder  of  a  mortgage,  though  given  after  the 
foreclosure  sale,  who  redeems  therefrom,  is  entitled  to  a  deed  to 
complete  the  sale,  which  deed  will  vest  in  the  grantee  all  the  title 
of  the  mortgagor  at  the  time  of  the  making  of  the  first  mortgage, 
and  cut  off  all  further  claim  under  such  first  mortgage. 
[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Douglas 
county:  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed, 

The  complaint  alleges,  among  other  things,  that  May  16, 
1892,  Mack  0.  Mehan  mortgaged  two  parcels  of  real  estate 
owned  by  him  to  plaintiff  to  secure  the  payment  of  $3,000 
May  0,  1895,  with  interest  payable  semi-annually  at  a  rate 
stated,  according  to  six  promissory  notes  and  coupons  at- 
tached thereto;  that  default  was  made  in  the  payment  of 
one  set  of  the  interest  coupons,  whereupon  the  mortgage 
was  foreclosed  by  advertisement  under  the  power  contained 
therein  and  the  statutes  in  such  case  made  and  provided; 
that  at  the  foreclosure  sale  one  of  the  lots  was  sold  to 
plaintiff  for  $150  and  the  other  for  $144.96;  and  that  cer- 
tilicates  of  sale  were  duly  made,  delivered,  and  filed.  The 
complaint  further  alleged  that  Jennie  E,  Mehan^  wife  of  the 
mortgagor,  without  consideration  and  with  intent  to  defraud 
plaintiff,  conspiring  with  her  son,  Edgar  G.  MeJuxn^  to  de- 
fraud plaintiff,  obtained  the  legal  title  to  the  mortgaged 
property  and  placed  a  second  mortgage  on  each  lot,  running 
to  her  said  son,  to  secure  the  payment  of  $25;  that  there- 
after said  Edgar  G.  Mehan^  in  order  to  exercise  his  right  as 
subsequent  mortgagee  to  redeem  from  the  foreclosure  sale, 
paid  to  the  proper  officer  the  amount  called  for  by  the  cer- 
tificates of  sale,  whereupon  such  officer  executed  and  deliv- 
ered to  him  certificates  of  redemption,  and  thereafter,  at  the 
proper  time,  such  officer  executed  to  said  Edgar  (7.  Mehan 
sheriff's  deeds,  which  were  duly  recorded,  and  under  which 
said  Mehan  thereafter  claimed  to  own  the  mortgaged  prop- 
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erty  free  from  any  claim  of  plaintiff  under  his  mortgage  or 
the  certificates  of  sale  issued  on  the  foreclosure  thereof;  that 
the  plaintiff  failed  to  receive  the  redemption  money  paid 
as  aforesaid,  and  demanded  that  the  sheriff,  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  certificates  of  sale,  make  deeds  to  him, 
which  was  refused.  The  prayer  of  the  complaint  was,  in 
substance,  that  the  certificates  of  redemption  and  the  deed 
issued  to  Edgar  C,  Mehan  be  canceled,  and  that  the  officer 
who  made  the  sale  be  required  to  make  a  deed  to  plaintiff, 
pursuant  to  the  certificates  of  sale. 

The  court  found  the  facts  as  alleged  in  the  complaint,  ex- 
cept as  to  the  allegation  of  fraud.  On  that  subject  the  find- 
ing was  to  the  effect  that  the  second  mortgages  were  made 
to  secure  honafide  indebtedness,  and  that  all  the  proceedings 
in  regard  to  obtaining  the  title  by  Jennie  K  Melian^  the 
making  of  such  mortgages,  and  the  redemption  by  the  sec- 
ond mortgagee,  were  in  good  faith  and  free  from  fraud. 
The  conclusions  of  law  were  that  the  title  of  Edgar  C. 
MehaUy  under  his  sherifif's  deeds,  was  perfect  and  free  from 
any  claim  of  plaintiff  under  his  mortgage  or  certificates  of 
sale.  Judgment  was  entered  accordingly,  from  which  this 
appeal  was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Francis  E.  Do 
Oroat  and  James  P.  McLean^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr, 
McLean.  They  contended,  inter  alia^  that  Edgar  C.  Mehan 
did  not  pay  the  sum  necessary  to  be  subrogated  to  the  rights 
of  plaintiflF,  the  general  equitable  rule  being  that  the  whole 
amount  of  the  mortgage  debt  is  the  amount  to  be  paid  by 
the  subsequent  incumbrancer  in  order  to  entitle  him  to  what- 
ever rights  are  possessed  by  the  prior  mortgagee.  Upon 
another  hypothesis,  and  making  no  objection  to  the  execu- 
tion of  the  deed  to  the  junior  mortgagee,  he  does  not  by 
such  deed  escape  the  incumbrance  on  the  property.  Cox  v. 
Wheeler^  7  Paige,  248,  257,  258;  Tice  v.  Annin^  2  Johns.  Ch. 
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125;  Benedict  v,   Gilmanj  4  Paige,  58;  Bradley  v.  Snyder ^ 
14  111.  263;  Collins  v.  Biggs,  14  Wall.  491. 

For  the  riespondents  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  n.  F.  Oard  and  McCausland  cJ&  Smith. 

Marshall,  J.  The  sole  question  raised  on  this  appeal  is, 
Did  the  payment  by  Edgar  C,  Mehan  as  subsequent  mort- 
gagee, to  the  sheriff  who  made  the  foreclosure  sale,  of  the 
amount  called  for  by  the  certificate  of  sale  on  such  fore- 
closure, entitle  him  to  a  deed  to  complete  such  sale,  convey- 
ing to  him  all  the  right,  title,  and  interest  which  the  makers 
of  the  first  mortgage  had  at  the  time  of  the  execution 
thereof,  thereby  extinguishing  all  further  claim  under  such 
first  mortgage?  That  question  must  be  answered  in  the 
tifiirmative  on  the  plain,  unmistakable  meaning  of  the  stat- 
utes governing  the  subject,  as  they  existed  when  the  pro- 
ceedings in  question  were  had.  Sec.  3533,  K.  S.  1878,  then 
provided  that  the  mortgagor,  whose  lands  were  sold  on  the 
foreclosure  of  a  mortgage  by  advertisement,  might,  within 
a  time  stated,  redeem  the  same  by  paying  to  the  purchaser, 
his  executors,  administrators,  or  assigns,  or  to  the  sheriff, 
under-sheriff,  or  deputy  sheriff,  who  made  the  sale,  the  sum 
of  mone}'^  bid  therefor,  together  with  interest  on  such  sum, 
as  therein  prescribed,  whereupon  the  sale  and  certificate  of 
sale  should  be  void.  Sec.  3534,  R.  S.  1878,  provided  that  if 
redemption  were  not  so  made,  the  officer,  or  his  successor 
in  office,  or  other  person  who  made  the  sale,  or  his  executor 
or  administrator,  or  some  person  appointed  by  the  circuit 
-court  for  the  purpose,  should  complete  such  sale  by  execut- 
ing a  deed  of  the  premises  to  the  original  purchaser,  his  as- 
signee or  personal  representatives,  or  to  any  subsequent 
mortgagee  who  may  have  redeemed  the  same  as  provided 
in  sec.  3540.  The  last-named  section  provided  that  any  sub- 
sequent mortgagee  might  redeem  the  mortgaged  premises 
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the  same  in  all  respects  as  the  mortgagor,  in  case  of  the 
latter's  failure  so  to  do.  Defendant  having  exercised  such 
right  of  redemption  under  sec.  3540,  was  entitled  to  a  sher- 
iflPs  deed  under  the  first-mentioned  section,  by  the  express 
wording  thereof.  The  right  to  the  deed  being  given,  and 
there  being  no  provision  to  the  contrary,  it  necessarily  car- 
ried with  it  the  same  title  to  the  subsequent  mortgagee  as 
if  it  were  made  to  any  one  claiming  under  the  certificate  of 
sale,  i.  e.,  all  right,  title,  and  interest  in  the  premises  covered 
by  the  first  mortgage.  The  deed  effectually  extinguished 
all  further  claim  under  such  mortgage. 

It  is  needless  to  discuss  the  subject  of  whether  the  fore- 
closure was  of  an  indebtedness  constituting  a  separate  and 
distinct  mortgage  under  sec.  3525,  K.  S.  1878,  for  if  such 
were  the  case,  there  being  no  stipulation  in  the  mortgage 
securing  the  instalments  of  indebtedness  equally,  the  dif- 
ferent instalments  took  precedence  in  the  order  they  fell 
due;  and  a  foreclosure  under  a  prior  instalment,  completed 
by  the  execution  and  delivery  of  a  deed,  cut  off  all  claims 
under  subsequent  instalments,  the  same  as  the  foreclosure 
of  any  prior  mortgage  cuts  off  all  claims  under  subsequent 
mortgages.     Pierce  v.  Shaw,  51  Wis.  316. 

No  injustice  is  perceived  because  the  statute  leads  to  the 
result  above  indicated,  as  the  first  mortgagee  had  ample 
opportunity  to  protect  himself  by  bidding  the  property,  at 
the  sale,  up  to  a  fair  value;  but  if  it  were  otherwise,  the 
wisdom  of  the  statute  is  not  a  matter  for  this  court  to  de- 
termine. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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McKbnzie,  Respondent,  vs.  Lego  and  another,  Appellants^ 

January  IS — February  8, 1898. 

Agency:  Brokers:  Sale  of  logs:  Right  to  commission:  Lumber  inspectors: 

Evidence, 

1.  In  an  action  against  the  vendors  of  logs  to  recover  a  commissioa 

for  effecting  the  sale  thereof,  there  was  evidence  tending  to  show, 
among  other  things,  that  February  20th  the  purchaser  wrote  the 
plaintiff  inquiring  for  logs;  that  in  February  or  early  in  l^Iarch 
the  defendants  agreed  to  pay  the  plaintiff  for  finding  a  purchaser 
for  the  logs  whatever  the  same  should  bring  over  and  above  a 
certain  price;  that  March  5th  the  plaintiff  informed  said  purchaser 
that  defendants'  logs  could  be  had  at  the  price  subsequently  paid 
for  them,  and  recommended  their  purchase;  and  that  the  pur- 
chaser thereupon  called  upon  the  defendants  and  made  the  pur- 
chase. There  was  no  evidence  that  the  purchaser  ever  paid,  or 
offered  or  promised  to  pay,  to  the  plaintiff  anything  for  securing^ 
such  purchase.  Held,  that  a  finding  that  the  plaintiff  was  the 
agent  of  the  defendants,  and  not  of  the  purchaser,  was  sustained 
by  the  evidence. 

2.  A  provision  in  the  contract  for  the  purchase  of  the  logs  that  the 

plaintiff  should  review  and  inspect  the  scale  made  by  the  defend- 
ants when  the  logs  were  banked,  would  not  affect  his  right  to  re- 
cover commissions  earned  under  the  contract  with  the  defendants, 
his  services  under  the  former  contract  being  independent  of  those 
performed  under  the  latter. 

3.  An  agent  employed  to  procure  a  purchaser  for  logs  at  a  fixed  price,. 

without  authority  to  make  or  close  a  contract  for  the  sale  thereof, 
becomes  entitled  to  his  commission  when  he  produces  a  responsi- 
ble purchaser  ready  and  willing  to  purchase  them  at  the  price 
agreed  upon. 

4.  The  mere  fact  that  a  person  was  the  lumber  inspector  in  one  dis- 

trict did  not  preclude  him  from  making  a  contract  by  which  he 
was  to  receive  a  commission  for  procuring  a  purchaser  for  logs 
situated  miles  away  in  another  district 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Chip- 
pewa county :  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 
The  facts  are  stated  in  the  opinion. 
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For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Z.  J,  Bush  and 
Wickham  cfe  Farr^  and  oral  argument  by  F,  R.  Fanr  and 
Mr.  Rush.  They  contended,  inter  alia^  that  the  policy  of 
the  law  forbids  that  a  person  acting  as  the  friend  and  con- 
fidential adviser  of  a  purchaser  should  at  the  same  time  be 
secretly  receiving  a  compensation  from  the  seller  for  effect- 
ing the  sale,  and  a  contract  for  such  compensation  is  void. 
tollman  v,  Loomis^  41  Conn.  581 ;  Holcomh  v.  Weaver^  136 
Mass.  265;  Atlee  v.  Fink,  75  Mo.  100, 42  Am.  Eep.  385,  note; 
Thomas  v.  Caulkett,  57  Mich.  392,  68  Am.  Eep.  369;  Oscan- 
yan  v.  Arms  Co.  103  U.  S.  261;  Qreenhood,  Public  Policy, 
292,  Rule  261,  and  cases  cited ;  Mechem,  Agency,  §  20. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  Connor  cfe  Leonard. 

Cassoday,  C.  J.  This  action  was  commenced  in  March, 
1892,  to  recover  an  agreed  commission  and  compensation 
for  finding  a  purchaser  of  certain  pine  saw  logs  belonging 
to  the  defendants  as  copartners.  Issue  being  joined,  jury 
waived,  and  trial  had,  the  court  found,  as  matters  of  fact, 
in  eflFect,  that  March  15,  1888,  and  for  some  time  prior 
thereto,  the  defendants,  as  copartners,  were  the  owners  of 
4,200,000  feet  of  saw  logs,  which  they  were  desirous  of  sell- 
ing; that  in  February,  or  early  in  March,  1888,  the  defend- 
ants promised  and  agreed  to  give  or  pay  to  the  plain tiflF,  as 
commission  for  finding  a  purchaser  for  said  logs,  whatever 
the  same  should  be  sold  for  over  and  above  $7  per  thousand 
feet;  that  in  pursuance  of  such  agreement  the  plaintiff  found 
and  procured  a  purchaser  for  said  logs  in  the  person  of  one 
W.  E.  Anthony,  and  March  15,  1888,  said  Anthony  pur- 
chased for  the  firm  of  W.  E.  Anthony  &  Co.,  of  which  he 
was  a  member,  the  said  logs,  at  $7.25  per  thousand  feet; 
that  in  procuring  such  purchaser  and  making  such  sale  the 
plaintiff  was,  and  acted  as,  the  agent  of  the  defendants,  and 
not  as  the  agent  of  said  Anthony  or  Anthony  &  Co.    And 


366  SUPREME  COUET  OF  WISCONSIN.  [9S 

McKenzie  vs.  Lego  and  another. 

as  a  conclusion  of  law  the  court  found,  in  eflfect,  that  the 
defendants  were  indebted  to  the  plain tiflf  in  the  sura  of 
$1,050,  with  interest  thereon  from  March  15,  18S8;  and 
judgment  was  entered  thereon  accordingly.  From  the  judg- 
ment so  entered  the  defendants  bring  this  appeal. 

It  is  undisputed  that  during  the  time  mentioned  the  plaint- 
iff lived  near  the  Mississippi  river,  at  Alma,  in  Buffalo  county, 
and  was  engaged  in  the  business  of  buying  and  selling  logs 
and  timber,  and  in  negotiating  the  sale  and  purchase  of  logs 
and  timber  as  a  broker  on  commission ;  that  during  the  same 
time  the  defendants  were  copartners,  residing  at  Chippewa 
Falls,  and  owned  the  logs  and  the  timber  from  which  the  logs 
were  to  be  cut,  all  situate  and  being  in  Chippewa  county ; 
that  previously  the  defendant  Grandmaitre  had  assigned  to 
the  defendant  Lego  his  interest  in  said  timber  and  logs  to 
secure  him  for  moneys  advanced  in  the  enterprise;  that  one 
John  King  was  a  silent  partner  of  the  defendants  in  the 
business;  that  W.  K.  Anthony,  mentioned,  resided  at  Co- 
manche, Clinton  count3%  Iowa,  and  was  a  member  of  the 
firm  of  W.  K.  Anthony  &  Co.;  that  the  plaintiff,  by  corre- 
spondence and  otherwise,  induced  "W.  E.  Anthony  to  go  to 
Chippewa  Falls,  March  15,  1888,  and  while  there  to  enter 
into  a  written  contract  in  the  name  of  his  firm  with  the  de- 
fendant Lego  personally,  wherein  and  whereby  L^ego  agreed 
to  cut,  haul,  and  deliver  to  W.  K.  Anthony  &  Co.,  on  Main 
creek,  in  Chippewa  county,  and  some  thirty  or  forty  miles 
northeast  of  Chippewa  Falls,  the  logs  in  question  which  had 
then  been  partly  cut,  and  the  balance  were  to  be  cut  from 
timber  on  the  lands  therein  described;  that  Lego  therein 
further  agreed  to  bark-  and  end-mark  each  log,  as  therein 
prescribed,  and  to  have  such  mark  recorded  immediately  in 
the  lumber  inspector's  office  at  Chippewa  Falls;  that  Lego 
therein  further  agreed  to  cause  all  such  logs  to  be  scaled  as 
fast  as  banked,  by  a  competent'  scaler,  and  upon  the  break- 
ing up  of  logging  operations  to  render  to  W.  E.  Anthony 
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&  Co.  a  statement  in  writing,  certified  to  by  such  scaler^ 
showing  the  whole  number  of  logs,  and  the  number  of  feet 
therein,  the  number  of  logs  of  each  length,  and  the  average 
number  of  logs  per  thousand  feet,  up  to  the  date  of  such 
statement;  that  it  was  thereby  mutually  agreed  and  under- 
stood by  the  parties  thereto  that  the  scale  of  the  logs  made 
by  such  scaler  should  be  reviewed  and  inspected  by  the 
plaintiff,  who  should  have  power  to  decide  upon  the  accu- 
racy of  such  scale,  and  in  so  doing  might  add  to  or  deduct 
from  such  scale  such  amount  as,  in  his  judgment,  should  seem 
just,  and  his  decision  on  such  scale,  when  made,  should  be 
final,  and  binding  on  the  parties,  and  constitute  and  be  the 
scale  of  the  logs  upon  which  the  payments  therein  mentioned 
should  be  made;  that  the  title  to  the  logs  should  vest  in 
'W.  R.  Anthony  &  Co.  as  fast  as  delivered  in  Main  creek; 
that,  in  consideration  thereof,  W.  R.  Anthony  &  Co.  therein 
agreed  to  pay  said  Zego  $7.25  per  thousand  feet,  as  therein 
prescribed ;  and  that  the  logs  were,  in  fact,  cut  and  deliv- 
ered as  so  agreed.  It  is  admitted  in  the  case  on  the  part  of 
the  defendants  that  such  logs  were  sold  to  W.  R.  Anthony 
4$;  Co.  for  $7.25  per  thousand  feet  by  Zego  and  not  by  the 
plaintiff. 

1.  Error  is  assigned  because  the  court  found  that  the 
plaintiff  was  not  the  agent  of  W.  R.  Anthony  &  Co.  It  ap- 
pears that  in  November  or  December,  1887,  one  or  more  of 
the  firm  of  W.  R.  Anthony  &  Co.  was  at  Chippewa  Falls, 
and  learned  about  the  logs,  and  had  some  talk  with  Zego 
about  them;  that  it  resulted  in  several  letters  passing  be- 
tween Z^^o  and  the  firm,  which  finally  terminated  in  that 
December  or  January  following  without  reaching  any  agree- 
ment. February  20, 1888,  Anthony  &  Co.  wrote  to  plaintiff: 
"  If  you  hear  of  any  good  logs  for  sale  on  bank,  please  ex- 
amine them,  if  price  is  not  too  high,  and  report  to  us  at  once, 
so  we  can  close  deal  if  satisfactory."  March  5,  1888,  the 
plaintiff  wrote  to  W,  R.  Anthony  &  Co.:  "  I  think  I  can  get 
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King's  logs  for  seven  and  a  quarter.  I  think  there  is  some- 
thing in  them  for  you.  There  will  be  about  four  million, 
and  you  must  consider  that  they  will  get  to  the  slough  in 
good  season  next  spring.  They  will  be  sold  at  that  price  if 
you  do  not  want  them.  I  have  the  refusal  this  week  only. 
Answer  by  return  mail."  "  King's  logs,"  mentioned  in  the 
letter,  meant  the  logs  in  question,  as  he  was  a  silent  partner 
of  the  defendants  in  respect  to  them;  and  the  contract  for 
the  logs  was  executed  ten  days  afterwards.  It  appears  that 
subsequently  to  the  sale  of  the  logs,  and  prior  to  the  trial  of 
this  action,  the  defendants  and  their  silent  partner.  King, 
got  into  litigation ;  and  the  testimony  of  the  defendant  Lego 
is  more  or  less  in  conflict  with  the  testimony  of  the  others, 
as  well  as  the  plaintiff.  The  defendant  Lego  flatly  denies 
ever  having  made  or  authorized  or  consented  to  the  making 
of  any  contract  or  agreement  with  the  plaintiff  for  finding 
a  purchaser  of  the  logs;  but  upon  the  whole  record  we  think 
the  finding  of  the  court  to  the  effect  that  the  defendants 
promised  and  agreed  to  pay  to  the  plaintiff,  as  commission, 
for  finding  a  purchaser  for  the  logs,  whatever  the  same 
should  be  sold  for  over  and  above  $7  per  thousand  is  sus- 
tained by  the  evidence,  and  that  the  plaintiff  did  find  and 
procure  such  purchaser  at  $7.25  per  thousand  feet,  and  that 
in  doing  so  the  plaintiff  acted  as  the  agent  of  the  defend- 
ants, and  not  as  the  agent  of  W.  B.  Anthony  or  Anthony  & 
Co.  There  is  no  evidence  that  W.  E.  Anthony  or  Anthony 
«fe  Co.  ever  paid,  or  offered  or  promised  to  pay,  to  the  plaint- 
iff anything  to  secure  such  purchase. 

2.  The  question  recurs  whether  the  plaintiff  is  entitled  to 
the  commission  of  twenty-five  cents  per  thousand  feet  upon 
the  facts  so  found.  The  law  is,  undoubtedly,  as  claimed  by 
counsel  for  the  defendants,  that  "one  who  acts  as  the  ven- 
dor's agent  in  the  sale  of  property  without  the  knowledge 
of  the  vendee,  cannot  recover  from  the  vendee  for  services 
in  effecting  such  sale  as  his  agent;  his  concealment  of  the 
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fact  that  he  was  agent  for  the  vendor  being  a  fraud  in  the 
law."  Meyer  v,  Hanchetty  39*  Wis.  419.  The  converse  of 
the  proposition  is  equally  true,  for  it  is  well  established  that 
**  one  cannot  act  as  agent  for  both  seller  and  purchaser,  un- 
less both  know  of  and  assent  to  his  undertaking  such  agency 
and  receiving  commissions  from  both."  Meyer  v.  Uancheit^ 
43  Wis.  246.  In  the  case  at  bar  the  plaintiff  was  not  em- 
ployed by  the  defendants  to  make  a  sale  of  the  logs,  but 
merely  to  find  some  one  who  was  willing  to  purchase  at  $7 
per  thousand  or  upwards,  leaving  the  parties  to  make  their 
own  contract. 

Thus,  in  Herman  v.  Mariineau^  1  Wis.  151,  the  defendant, 
-who  owned  a  farm,  agreed  to  pay  to  the  plaintiflf  $10  if  he 
found  him  a  tenant  to  whom  he  could  let  his  farm,  and  an- 
other person,  who  desired  to  rent  a  farm,  agreed  to  pay  to 
the  plaintiflf  $5  if  he  would  find  him  a  farm  which  he  might 
rent.  The  plaintiflf  thereupon  brought  the  would-be  tenant 
and  the  owner  of  the  farm  together,  and  they  thereupon 
oonsummated  a  contract  for  the  letting  of  the  farm;  and  it 
Tvas  held,  in  eflfect,  that  the  plaintiflf  was  not  the  agent  of 
the  former  for  letting  the  farm,  and  that  the  fact  that  the 
tenant  had  agreed  to  pay  him  for  finding  the  farm  to  rent 
-was  no  objection  to  his  recovery  of  the  $10  from  the  farmer 
for  thus  finding  a  tenant.  This  was  put  on  the  ground,  as 
stated  by  the  court,  that:  "There  was  no  opportunity  here 
for  the  violation  of  good  faith  on  the  part  of  Herman,  and 
it  was  entirely  consistent  with  his  duty  to  Martineau  that 
he  could,  at  the  same  time  and  in  the  same  transaction,  per- 
form a  service,  and  thereby  earn  a  compensation  from  a 
third  party.  The  test  in  such  cases  is  whether  the  interests 
of  one  of  the  parties  for  whom  the  person  acts  are  antago- 
nistic to  those  of  the  other  party;  for,  if  they  be,  he  could 
not  be  said  to  act  with  a  sole  regard  to  the  interests  of  his 
principal."  Id,  157, 158.  That  case  was  expressly  approved 
in  Stewart  v.  Mather,  32  Wis.  355,  and  it  is  there  stated  by 
Voi*98— 24 
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Dixon,  C.  J.,  to  be  "in  strict  harmony  with  the  decisions," 
which  he  cites;  and,  among  other  things,  he  said:  "Thus,  in 
Rxipp  V.  Sampson^  16  Gray,  398,  it  was  held  that  if  a  middle- 
man brings  together  a  buyer  and  a  seller,  each  of  whom  has 
agreed,  without  the  knowledge  of  the  other,  to  pay  the  mid- 
dleman a  commission  on  any  contract  which  may  be  made 
between  them,  and  a  contract  is  made  between  them^  in  the 
making  of  which  the  middleman  takes  no  part  as  agent  for 
either,  the  conduct  of  the  middleman  in  concealing  from  each 
his  agreement  with  the  other  is  not  fraudulent,  and  is  no  de- 
fense to  an  action  brought  by  him  against  either  to  recover 
the  commission  agreed  upon."  Id,  355.  In  that  case  this 
court  held  that,  "  where  a  sale  is  effected  through  the  efforts 
of  a  broker,  or  through  information  derived  from  him,  so 
that  he  may  be  said  to  have  been  the  procuring  cause,  the 
law  leans  to  that  construction  of  his  contract  with  the  vendor 
which  will  secure  the  payment  of  his  commission,  rather  than 
to  the  contrary  construction."    Id.  344:. 

So  it  was  held  by  this  court  in  a  more  recent  case  that 
"  one  who,  in  the  sale  or  exchange  of  property,  acts  merely 
as  a  middleman  to  bring  the  parties  together,  they  making 
their  own  contract,  may  recover  compensation  from  both 
parties."  Orton  v.  Scojield^  61  Wis.  382,  and  cases  there  cited. 
See,  also,  Willes  v.  Smithy  77  Wis.  81.  In  the  still  more  recent 
case  of  Donohiie  v.  Padden,  93  Wis.  20,  it  was  held  that  "a 
real-estate  broker  is  entitled  to  the  agreed  commission  upoa 
a  sale  of  land  where  the  owner  fixed  the  price,  received  the 
full  amount  stipulated  for  in  his  contract  with  the  broker, 
and  was  to  receive  no  more  in  any  event,  although,  before 
his  employment,  the  broker  had  shown  the  land  to  the  pur- 
chaser and  the  latter  had  expressed  a  desire  to  meet  the 
owner,  and  although  the  broker  had  rendered  some  services 
to  such  purchaser." 

The  plaintiff  was  a  middleman,  and  nothing  more.  There 
is  no  evidence  that  he  had  any  authority  to  make  or  close 
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a  contract  for  the  sale  of  logs  on  the  part  of  the  defendants, 
much  less  on  the  part  of  Anthony  or  Anthony  &  Co.  His 
only  engagement  was  to  find  and  procure  a  purchaser,  as  he 
did.  That  engagement  was  fully  performed  when  he  pro- 
cured W.  R.  Anthony  to  visit  the  defendants  at  Chippewa 
JFalls,  and  express  to  the  defendants  a  willingness  to  pur- 
chase the  logs  at  the  price  named;  especially  as  no  objection 
was  made  to  him  for  want  of  responsibility  or  otherwise. 
Both  Anthony  and  his  firm  appear  to  have  been  wholly  un- 
objectionable. When  Buch  purchaser  was  so  procured,  the 
plaintiff,  under  his  agreement  with  the  defendants,  had  fully 
earned  his  commissions,  and  was  then  entitled  to  his  com- 
pensation. Such  right  to  compensation  could  not  then  have 
been  defeated,  even  had  the  defendants  refused  to  close  the 
contract.  Stewart  v.  Mathei\  32, "Wis.  355;  Willea  v.  Smithy 
77  Wis.  81. 

3.  This  being  so,  it  is  really  immaterial  as  to  what  the 
plaintiff  subsequently  agreed  to  do  in  respect  to  the  logs. 
The  question  here  presented  is  not  whether  the  plaintiff 
could  have  collected  pay  of  Anthony  or  Anthony  &  Co.  for 
reviewing  and  inspecting  the  scale  made  on  the  part  of  the 
defendants  when  the  logs  were  banked,  as  "  mutually  agreed 
and  understood"  by  the  express  terms  of  the  contract,  but 
whether  he  can  recover  for  services  upon  an  agreement  fully 
performed  at  the  time  when  the  contract  with  Anthony  & 
Co.  was  signed.  His  services  for  reviewing  and  inspecting 
the  scale  were  independent  of  his  former  services,  and  for 
them  he  was  to  be  paid,  and  was,  in  fact,  paid.  The  answer 
is  a  mere  general  denial,  and  the  character  of  the  stipulation 
in  that  contract  in  regard  to  so  reviewing  and  inspecting 
the  scale  when  the  logs  were  banked  was  not  involved  in  the 
issue  on  trial  nor  the  issue  tried. 

4.  So  the  mere  fact  that  the  plaintiff  was  lumber  inspector 
of  the  Ninth  district,  at  Beef  Slough,  in  Buffalo  county,  did 
not  preclude  him  from  entering  into  a  contract  to  procure 
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a  parchaser  of  logs  situated  in  Chippewa  county,  and  in  an- 
other district,  and  many  miles  away  from  Beef  Slough. 

By  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


Ames,  Eespondent,  vs.  Stohbb,  imp.,  Appellant. 
g8  8w  January  IS — February  8, 1898. 

108    861 

(1)  Appeal:  Findings,   (S)  Mortgages:  Foreclosure  sale:  Interest  of  mart- 
gagee  under  tax  certificates, 

1.  Findings  of  the  trial  court  will  not  be  disturbed  on  appeal  unleBB 

they  are  against  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evidenca 

2.  Under  sec.  8169,  R  8. 1878  (providing  that  the  sheriff  or  referee  mak- 

ing a  foreclosure  sale  ''shall  make,  execute  and  deliver  to  the  pur- 
chaser a  deed  of  the  premises  sold  .  .  •  which  deed,  upon  the 
confirmation  of  such  sale,  •  •  •  shall  be  a  bar  to  all  claim,  right 
or  equity  of  redemption  therein,  of  and  against  the  parties  to 
such  action,  their  heirs,"  etc.,  and  also  against  all  persons  claiming 
under  them  subsequent  to  the  filing  of  the  notice  of  lis  pendens), 
a  referee's  deed  to  the  purchaser,  upon  the  confirmation  of  the 
sale,  passed  to  him  all  the  right,  title,  or  interest  of  the  mortgagee 
in  and  to  the  premises  sold,  including  his  interest  in  the  premises 
arising  under  tax  certificates  held  by  him  at  the  time  of  the  sale. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Douglas 
county:  Charles  Smith,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

The  plaintiff  brought  this  action,  claiming  to  be  the  owner 
in  fee  simple  and  in  actual  possession  of  lots  19  and  20  in 
block  10  in  West  Superior,  First  division,  Douglas  county, 
"Wisconsin  (setting  forth  his  title  thereto),  to  quiet  his  title 
to  said  premises,  as  against  the  defendant  George  Z.  Storer 
and  twelve  others,  in  respect  to  certain  tax  certificates  and 
tax  claims  asserted  against  said  lots.  The  defendant  Storer^ 
only,  answered  the  complaint,  and  he,  only,  appeals  from  the 
judgment  rendered  in  the  action. 
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The  premises  were  mortgaged  to  the  defendant  Storer  by 
one  Baribeau,  the  owner  thereof,  May  20,  1890;  and  the 
mortgage  was  foreclosed  by  action  in  the  superior  court  of 
Douglas  county,  judgment  of  foreclosure  having  been  ren- 
dered March  19, 1894,  and  the  premises  were  sold  under  the 
same  at  referee's  sale  in  May,  1895,  to  James  B.  Finch,  who 
conveyed  the  same  to  the  plaintiff  in  August,  1895.  The 
premises  had  been  sold  at  a  tax  sale  in  1893  for  taxes  for 
$327.14,  to  one  Humphrey,  who  about  Junel,  1893,  assigned 
the  certificates  of  sale  to  the  defendant  Storer.  The  same 
premises,  after  judgment  and  before  the  foreclosure  sale, 
were  again  sold  for  taxes  for  $391.81,  to  the  defendant  Storer^ 
who  paid  in  all  for  the  four  tax  certificates  thereon  $718.95. 
The  mortgagor  had  covenanted  in  the  mortgage  to  pay  all 
taxes.  It  appeared  that  the  defendant  Storer  was  never  in 
possession  of  the  mortgaged  premises,  either  actually  or  con- 
structively, and  that  his  purchase  of  said  tax  certificates  was 
for  the  express  purpose  and  with  the  intention,  only,  of  pro- 
tecting his  mortgage  lien,  and  that  he  held  them  only  to 
reimburse  himself  for  the  money  he  had  paid  for  such  cer- 
tificates; that  he  was  not  seeking  any  tax  deed  on  the  prem- 
ises; that  he  had  paid  the  actual  face  value  of  said  certificates, 
with  all  interest,  costs,  and  charges  thereon ;  and  that  at  the 
time  of  the  referee's  sale  under  the  said  judgment  he  was 
the  holder  and  owner  of  said  certificates. 

James  B.  Finch  became  the  ostensible  purchaser  of  the 
mortgaged  premises  at  the  referee's  sale  under  the  judg- 
ment, for  the  sum  of  $5,551.46;  and  the  referee  on  the  same 
day  executed  and  delivered  to  him  a  deed  of  said  premises, 
in  the  usual  form  of  a  referee's  deed  of  sale  on  foreclosure. 
Oa  the  31st  of  August,  1895,  Finch  conveyed  the  premises 
by  quitclaim  deed  to  the  plaintiff.  The  premises  were  bid 
in  for  said  Finch  by  E.  F.  McCausland,  of  the  firm  of  Mc- 
Causland  &  Smith,  acting  as  the  attorneys  and  agents  of 
said  purchaser,  and  who  were  duly  authorized  so  to  do.     Tho 
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snm  total  of  said  judgment  and  taxes  at  the  date  of  the  sale 
was  $6,299.44,  and  the  market  value  of  the  premises  was 
$9,000.  The  purchaser  had  actual  knowledge  of  the  taxes 
outstanding  against  said  premises  at  the  time  of  the  sale,  and 
of  the  existence  of  said  four  tax  certificates.  The  plaintiflF, 
Samuel  Ames^  was  the  actual  and  real  purchaser  of  said 
premises  at  the  referee's  sale,  and  they  were  bid  ofif  in  the 
name  of  said  Finch  only  as  a  matter  of  convenience.  Up  to 
the  time  of  the  confirmation  of  said  referee's  sale  and  deed 
of  said  premises,  they  were  in  the  possession  of  the  mort- 
gagor, Baribeau,  and  the  rents  and  profits  were  all  paid  either 
to  him  or  to  his  use  and  benefit. 

It  was  found  that  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of 
the  action  the  plaintiff  was  the  owner  in  fee  simple  of  the 
premises,  and  in  the  actual  possession  and  occupancy  of  said 
lots,  and  that  none  of  the  defendants  had  any  estate  or  in- 
terest in  said  premises,  or  any  part  thereof,  of  any  kind  or 
nature;"  that  said  tax  certificates  were  purchased  and  ac- 
quired by  the  defendant  Storer  while  he  was  the  owner  and 
holder  of  said  mortgage  and  the  judgment  of  foreclosure 
thereof,  and  that  by  the  purchase  and  acquisition  of  said 
tax  certificates  he  redeemed  said  mortgaged  premises  from 
said  sales,  and  that  such  certificates  became  void;  that,  by 
the  sale  of  said  real  estate  to  the  said  Finch  pursuant  to  the 
foreclosure  of  said  mortgage,  the  defendant  Storer  thereby 
transferred  to  said  Finch  all  his  interest  in  said  real  estate 
upon  which  said  mortgage  was  a  lien,  free  and  clear  from 
any  and  all  liens  and  incumbrances  in  favor  of  him,  the  said 
Storer. 

The  court  gave  judgment  in  favor  of  the  plaintifif  and 
against  the  defendant,  establishing  the  plaintifPs  claim,  right, 
title,  estate,  and  possession  in  and  to  the  premises,  and  that 
the  said  Finch,  through  whom  the  plaintiff  .claims  title  by 
.  his  purchase  of  said  real  estate  at  the  mortgage  sale,  acquired 
all  the  right,  title,  and  interest  of  the  said  Storer^  including 
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his  interest  in  all  of  said  tax  certificates,  in  and  to  the  prop- 
erty in  dispute;  and  gave  judgment  against  the  defendant 
Storer  for  costs,  from  which  he  appealed. 

The  defendant  Storer  by  his  answer  insisted  that  it  was 
agreed  between  him  and  the  said  purchaser,  Finch,  by  and 
through  his  attorneys  and  agents,  that  he  (Finch)  was  to 
bid  off  said  premises  at  the  sum  of  $5,551.46,  which  was  the 
amount  of  said  Storer'^s  foreclosure  judgment  independent 
of  said  tax  certificates;  that,  in  case  no  higher  sum  should 
be  bid  by  others,  he  (said  Finch)  was  to  bid  in  said  premises 
at  said  amount,  and  reimburse  the  defendant  Storer  the 
amount  paid  by  him  for  said  four  tax  certificates,  with  ac- 
crued interest,  costs,  and  charges,  and  that,  unless  said 
Finch  was  willing  to  carry  out  such  agreement  in  all  re- 
spects, the  defendant  Storer  w^ould  bid  in  said  property 
himself;  that  said  Finch,  his  agents,  etc.,  agreed,  in  consid- 
eration of  said  premises  being  so  sold  to  him,  and  in  the 
absence  of  any  higher  bid,  that  said  taxes  should  be  taken 
care  of  as  above  stated ;  that  the  defendant  Storer  relied  on 
such  agreement,  and  for  that  reason  refrained  from  bidding 
off  said  premises,  believing  that  said  purchaser.  Finch,  would 
reimburse  him  for  the  moneys  so  paid  out  by  him  for  the 
said  tax  certificates.  The  defendant  Storer  claimed  to  own 
and  hold  said  tax  certificates,  and  to  be  entitled  to  enforce 
the  same  against  the  said  premises,  as  liens  thereon,  and  the 
right,  title,  and  interest  acquired  at  such  foreclosure  sale 
and  so  subsequently  conveyed  to  the  plaintiff. 

In  support  of  the  contention  of  the  defendant  Storer^  Mr. 
Perkins,  his 'attorney,  testified  in  substance  that  he  stated 
to  Mr.  McCausland,  acting  for  the  plaintiff  in  making  the 
purchase,  that  it  would  take  the  amount  of  the  judgment, 
$5,551.46,  plus  what  defendant  Storer  had  paid  out  for  taxes, 
which  was  about  $747,  the  amount  of  the  four  certificates 
in  question,  to  purchase  the  premises;  that  all  the  defendant 
Storer  wanted  out  of  the  premises  was  his  money,  the 
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amount  of  the  judgment  and  costs,  and  the  taxes  that  he 
had  paid  out;  that  he  did  not  want  any  tax  deed,  and  said 
to  him,  "If  you  bid  in  this  property  for  your  client  at  the 
amount  of  our  judgment,  and  costs  and  taxes,  as  stated,  and 
there  is  no  higher  bidder,  you  can  have  the  property,  if  you 
will  reimburse  us  for  those  taxes;"  that  McCausland,  on 
behalf  of  his  client,  promised  to  do  that,  and  that  he  (Per- 
kins), as  attorney  for  Storer^  relied  on  that  agreement,  and 
the  sale  was  carried  through,  and  the  property  sold  to  Finch 
on  the  strength  thereof;  that  all  this  was  said  before  the 
mortgage  sale,  and  that  he  relied  on  these  conversations  in 
allowing  the  property  to  be  bid  in  by  Finch,  and  believed 
that  the  amount  of  the  certificates  would  be  paid  to  Mr, 
Storer;  that  McCausland  had  called  for  a  statement  of  the 
amount  of  the  taxes,  and  he  (Perkins)  had  furnished  the 
statement,  or  stated  to  him  the  amount. 

On  behalf  of  the  plaintiflF,  and  in  rebuttal  of  the  evidence 
produced  on  the  part  of  the  defendant,  both  McCausland 
and  Peckham,  who  participated  on  behalf  of  the  purchaser, 
Finch,  in  making  such  purchase,  testified  in  substance  that 
there  never  was  any  such  conversation,  or  any  understand- 
ing that  the  purchaser  at  the  foreclosure  sale  would  take 
care  of  or  assume  the  payment  of  the  taxes.  McCausland 
testified  positively  that  Perkins  never  said  anything  to  him 
about  the  taxes  on  the  property;  that  he  did  not  say  any- 
thing to  him  about  his  client.  Finch,  having  to  take  care  of 
those  taxes;  that  nothing  was  said  about  taxes  to  him,  that 
he  ever  heard  of.  The  witness  Peckham  testified  that  Mr. 
Perkins  said  nothing  to  him  about  Mr.  Storer  having  the 
tax  certificates  on  the  property,  and  did  not  know  at  that 
time  that  Mr.  Storer  had  them;  that  Mr.  Perkins  never  said 
anything  to  him  about  the  outstanding  taxes  as  a  part  of 
the  purchase  price  of  the  property.  Considerable  testimony 
was  given  pro  and  con  in  relation  to  this  contention.  Mr. 
Perkins  testified  that  Peckham  gave  him  a  draft  when  the 


Wis.]  JANUAKY  TERM,  1898.  377 

Ames  Ys.  Storer. 

matter  was  settled;  tbat  be  did  not  ask  him  for  the  amoant 
of  the  tax  certificates,  and  did  not  know  whether  anything 
was  said  about  it  at  that  time ;  that  he  relied  on  McCaus* 
land's  word  to  carry  out  the  agreement  in  regard  to  the 
taxes,  and  supposed  it  would  be  carried  out;  that  he  gave 
him  the  amount  it  would  take  to  clear  up  the  judgment  and 
taxes  at  $6,311. 

The  court  refused  to  find  according  to  the  contention  of 
the  defendant  Storer  in  relation  to  the  taxes  and  tax  certifi- 
cates, but  found  in  that  respect  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff. 
The  defendant  Storer  excepted  to  the  finding,  and  appealed 
from  the  judgment  so  given  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Phil,  E.  PerhinSj 
attorney,  and  Burr  W.  JoneSj  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument 
by  Mr.  Jones.  They  contended,  inter  aliay  that  a  mortgagee 
who  is  not  in  possession  is  under  no  obligation  to  pay  the 
taxes,  nor  does  he  hold  a  fiduciary  character  toward  the 
mortgagor,  and  hence  he  is  not  disqualified  from  acquiring 
a  tax  title.  The  cases  which  hold  otherwise  under  such  cir- 
cumstances are  either  in  states  where  the  common-law  rule 
prevails  as  to  the  character  of  mortgages  or  are  cases  where 
the  mortgagee  was  in  actual  possession  of  the  premises. 
Black,  Tax  Titles,  §  278;  Waterson  v.  Devoe^  18  Kan.  223; 
S^att  V.  Pricey  18  Fla.  289 ;  Summers  v.  Kanawha^  26  W.  Ya. 
159;  Reimer  v.  Newel,  47  Minn.  237.  The  turning  point  in 
all  the  adjudged  cases  is  the  obligation  of  the  party  setting 
up  the  tax  title  to  pay  the  taxes.  Smith  v,  Lewis^  20  Wis. 
356;  Cooley,  Taxation,  501;  Wood  v.  Armour,  88  Wis.  488; 
Black,  Tax  Titles,  §  273.  The  mortgagee,  being  out  of  posses- 
sion and  not  bound  by  any  covenant,  agreement,  or  promise 
to  pay  taxes,  is  under  no  obligation  to  pay  the  taxes  on  the 
mortgaged  premises,  and  may  acquire  title  to  the  property 
by  a  fair  purchase  at  a  tax  sale  and  hold  it  like  any  other 
purchaser.  Pingree,  Mortgages,  §§  909,  2123;  WiUiams  v. 
Tovmsend,  31  N.  Y.  411 ;  Kirkwood  v.  Thompson,  2  De  Gex, 
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J.  &  S.  613;  Darcy  v.  Hall^  1  Vern.  48;  Knight  v.  MarjOTi-- 
lanhsy  2  Macn.  &  G.  10;  Gjerness  v.  Mathews^  27  Minn.  320; 
Chamhers  v.  Waters^  3  Sim.  42 ;  Ten  Eych  v.  Oraig^  62  N.  Y. 
406;  Cameron  v.  Irwin j  5  Hill,  280;  Shaw  v.  Bunny,  13 
Weekly  Rep.  374,  2  De  Gex,  J.  &  S.  468;  CholmonMy  v. 
Lord  Clinton,  2  Jac.  &  W.  183;  Coimell  v.  Woodruff,  77  K  T. 
203;  Young  v.  Omohundro^  69  Md.  424;  Beckwith  v.  Seborny 
31  W.  Ya.  1;  Brevoort  v.  Eandolph,  7  How.  Pr.  398;  Jack- 
son V.  Relf,  26  Fla.  465;  Waterson  v.  Bevoe,  18  Kan.  223; 
Bettison  v,  Budd,  17  Ark.  546;  Ferguson  v.  Etter,  21  id.  160; 
sees.  1158-1160,  R.  S.  1878. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  McCausland  dk 
Smith,  and  oral  argument  by  E.  F.  McCausland.  To  the 
point  that  a  mortgagee  cannot  take  a  tax  title,  they  cited 
Black,  Tax  Titles  (2d  ed.),  §  278;  Burchard  v.  Roberts,  70 
Wis.  Ill;  Fish  v.  Brunette,  30  id.  102;  Blackwell,  Tax  Titles 
(5th  ed.),  §§  566,  593;  Bassett  v.  Welch,  22  Wis.  175;  Cooley, 
Taxation,  503-505;  sec.  1158,  S.&  B.Ann.  Stats.,  note. 

PiNNET,  J.  1.  Whether,  as  contended  by  the  defendant 
Storer,  it  was  agreed  at  the  time  of  the  foreclosure  sale,  and 
in  consideration  thereof,  that  the  purchaser.  Finch,  assumed 
the  payment  of  the  four  tax  certificates,  with  interest,  costs, 
and  charges,  which  Storer  held  against  the  premises,  and  to 
reimburse  him  therefor,  was  a  controverted  question  of  fact, 
upon  which  the  evidence  is  so  conflicting  that  it  is  impossi- 
ble to  say  that  the  finding  of  the  court  adverse  to  the  con- 
tention of  the  defendant  is  against  the  clear  preponderance 
of  the  evidence.  We  cannot,  therefore,  interfere  to  reverse 
this  finding,  and  a  discussion  of  the  evidence  upon  which  it 
is  founded  would  lead  to  no  profitable  result.  The  parties 
neglected  a  salutary  precaution  in  such  cases,  by  failing  to 
f  uU}'^  complete  the  business  in  hand,  or  to  commit  their  agree- 
ment to  writing;  and  after  the  foreclosure  sale  had  been 
completed  by  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  necessary 


Wis.]  JANUAEY  l^ERM,  1898.  379 

Ames  vs.  Storer. 

deed  and  the  payment  of  $5,551.46,  the  amount  of  the  bid, 
the  present  controversy  about  the  amount  of  the  tax  certifi- 
cates occurred,  which  gave  rise  to  the  present  action. 

2.  The  general  rule  is  stated  to*  be:  "A  purchaser  at  a 
mortgage  foreclosure  sale  acquires  all  the  title  and  interest 
of  both  the  mortgagor  and  mortgagee  in  and  to  the  prop- 
erty. The  court  undertakes  to  dispose  of  the  interests  of 
the  parties  to  the  suit  in  the  land,  and  the  purchaser  acquires 
those  interests,  whatever  they  may  be.  And  it  has  been 
said  that  a  sheriffs  sale  of  real  estate  under  a  judgment  re- 
covered by  scire  facias  upon  the  mortgage  passes  to  the  pur- 
chaser the  title  to  the  mortgaged  premises,  discharged  of  all 
equities, —  even  of  those  of  which  the  mortgagee  had  no  no- 
tice or  knowledge."  Wiltsie,  Mortgage  Foreclosure,  §  577. 
la  Tollman  v.  JEly,  6  Wis.  244,  the  court,  speaking  on  the 
subject,  said:  "Whatever  estate  or  title  the  mortgagee  had 
in  the  mortgaged  premises  became  merged  in  the  decree,  and 
passed  to  the  purchaser  at  the  judicial  sale.  Whatever  es- 
tate or  title  the  other  parties  to  the  suit  had  at  its  com- 
mencement passed  by  the  same  act  to  the  same  party.  Such, 
it  would  seem,  must  be  the  necessary  and  inevitable  conse- 
.  quence  and  result  of  the  decree  of  foreclosure  and  sale,  if 
any  effect  whatever  is  given  to  them." 

Whatever  doubt  may  have  existed  upon  this  subject  has 
been  put  at  rest  by  the  statute  (K.  S.  1878,  sec.  3169),  which 
provides  that,  upon  any  foreclosure  sale  being  made,  "  the 
sheriff  or  referee  making  the  same,  on  compliance  with  its 
terms,  shall  make,  execute  and  deliver  to  the  purchaser  a 
deed  of  the  premises  sold,  setting  forth  each  parcel  of  land 
sold  to  him,  and  the  sum  paid  therefor,  which  deed,  upon 
the  confirmation  of  such  sale,  shall  vest  in  the  purchaser  all 
the  right,  title  and  interest  of  the  mortgagor,  his  heirs,  per- 
sonal representatives,  and  assigns,  in  and  to  the  premises 
sold,  and  shall  be  a  bar  to  all  claim,  right,  or  equity  of  re- 
demption therein,  of  and  against  the  parties  to  such  action, 
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their  heirs,  and  personal  representatives,  and  also  against 
all  persons  claiming  under  them  subsequent  to  the  filing  of 
the  notice  of  the  pendency  of  the  action  in  which  such  judg- 
ment was  rendered."  The  referee's  deed  to  Finch,  the  par- 
chaser  at  the  foreclosure  sale,  upon  the  confirmation  of  such 
sale,  passed  to  him  whatever  right,  title,  or  interest  the  de- 
fendant Storer  had  in  and  to  the  premises  sold,  whether 
under  the  tax  certificates  in  question,  or  either  of  them,  or 
otherwise. 

For  this  reason,  and  in  view  as  well  of  the  finding  of  the 
circuit  court  already  noticed,  the  defense  of  Storer  utterly 
fails ;  and  it  is  not  material  to  consider  or  determine  whether 
the  purchase  by  Storer  of  the  tax  certificates  in  question 
operated  as  a  redemption  of  the  lots  from  such  tax  sales,  or 
as  a  payment  of  the  taxes  thereon.  In  any  view,  therefore, 
that  may  be  taken  of  the  case,  the  judgment  of  the  superior 
court  is  correct. 

By  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  superior  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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spondent. 

January  12 — February  8, 1898,      ^ 

Partnership:  Transfer  of  assets  to  corporation:  Rights  of  ereditors: 
Fraud:  Execution  levy:  Beplevin. 

Where  several  persons  who  had  been  doing  business  as  copartners, 
having  a  going  mercantile  business,  formed  a  corporation,  deter- 
mined their  respective  interests  in  the  partnership  propertji^sub- 
cribed  for  stock  in  the  corporation  to  the  extent  of  such  interests, 
conveyed  the  partnership  property  and  business  to  the  corporatioD, 
and  respectively  received  tlierefor  the  stock  subscribed,  without 
making  any  special  provision  for  the  payment  of  the  partnership 
debts,  and  thereafter  continued  the  business  in  the  same  place* 
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with  the  same  property,  but  in  the  name-  of  and  for  the  corpora- 
tion, and  there  is  no  evidence  or  circumstance  to  impeach  the 
transaction  for  fraud,  unless  under  sec.  2310,  R.  S.  1878,  because  of 
want  of  delivery,  change  and  continued  change  of  possession,  of 
the  things  sold,  the  presumption  of  fraud  arises,  and  thereafter 
fBome  of  the  property  was  seized  on  executions  issued  on  judg- 
ments against  the  partnership,  the  corporation  replevied  the  same 
and  the  person  making  the  seizure,  in  justification  thereof,  gave 
in  evidence  the  executions  but  made  no  proof  of  his  official  char- 
acter or  of  the  existence  of  the  judgments,  other  than  by  tlie  pro- 
duction of  such  executions;  Held: 

(1)  That  proof  of  the  existence  of  a  valid  judgment  and  of  the 
official  character  of  the  person  who  made  the  seizure  was  essen- 
tial to  make  out  his  defense,  and  that  neither  of  such  facts  was 
established  by  the  mere  production  of  the  execution. 

(2)  That  a  transfer  of  the  property  by  the  partners  to  the  corpo- 
ration, without  in  any  way  retaining  any  equity  to  have  the  part- 
nership debts  satisfied  out  of  such  property,  left  no  remedy  in 
that  regai'd  to  the  creditors,  under  the  rule  that  the  creditors  of  a 
partnership  have  no  lien  on,  or  equity  in,  partnership  assets,  inde- 
pendent of  the  equity  of  tiie  partners. 

(3)  That  the  mere  fact  that  the  debts  of  the  partnership  were 
not  provided  for  in  the  transaction,  there  being  no  proof  that  the 
members  of  the  partnership  were  insolvent,  was  not  suflScient  to 
in  any  way  impeach  the  bona  fides  of  the  transaction. 

(4)  That  the  statutory  presumption  of  fraud  was  effectually 
rebutted  by  proof  that  a  full  consideration  was  paid  for  the  prop- 
erty.       * 

[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Douglas 
<50iinty:  A.  J.  Yinje,  Circuit  Judgo.    Jieveraed. 

Action  of  replevin  to  recover  property  taken  by  defend- 
ant from  the  plaintiff,  pretending  to  act  under  an  execution 
against  Orson  W.,  Joseph  M.,  and  John  D.  Densmore.  The 
evidence  showed  that  for  some  time  the  Densmores  were 
copartners  in  a  mercantile  business  under  the  firm  name  of 
Densmore  Bros. ;  that  while  so  doing  business  they  formed 
the  plaintiff  corporation,  determined  the  amount  of  their  re- 
spective interests  in  the  partnership  business,  subscribed  for 
stock  in  such  corporation  in  proportion  to  such  interests, 
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then  transferred  such  partnership  property  to  such  corpora- 
tion in  payment  of  such  stock,  and  the  stock  was  issued  ac- 
cordingly. The  evidence  further  showed  that  the  defendant, 
pretending  to  act  under  executions  issued  on  judgments  ren- 
dered against  the  Densmores,  levied  upon  and  took  from  the 
corporation  some  of  the  property  transferred  to  it  as  afore- 
said; that  when  the  corporation  was  formed,  the  business 
formerly  carried  on  by  the  Densmores  was  continued  by  the 
corporation  at  the  same  place  and  with  the  same  property. 
The  executions  were  offered  and  received  in  evidence  against 
objection.  At  the  close  of  the  evidence  the  court  directed 
a  verdict  in  favor  of  defendant.  There  was  a  motion  to  set 
aside  the  verdict  and  for  a  new  trial,  which  was  denied,  and 
the  ruling  duly  excepted  to.  Judgment  was  rendered  for 
defendant  on  the  verdict,  and  plaintiff  appealed. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  briefs  by 
jET.  K  Gard^  and  for  the  respondent  on  the  brief  of  Arnold 
(&  Arnold. 

Counsel  for  the  respondent  contended,  t7iter  alia^  that  the 
organization  of  the  corporation,  as  against  third  persons,  was 
a  mere  change  of  name  without  affecting  the  ownership  of 
the  property.  Hatcher  v.  United  Leasing  Co.  75  Fed.  Kep. 
368;  Bank  v.  Chattanooga  Pulley  Co.  97  Tenn.'308;  Lehigh 
Mining  <&  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Kelly,  160  U.  S.  337. 

Marshall,  J.  It  is  first  assigned  as  error  that  there  was 
no  proof  offered  to  show  that  defendant  was  an  officer  or 
that  he  acted  for  a  creditor  in  levying  upon  the  property 
under  the  executions.  Such  facts  were  essential  to  his  de- 
fense, and  there  seems  to  have  been  an  absolute  failure  of 
proof  in  regard  thereto.     Maries  v.  Wright,  81  TV'is.  572. 

It  is  further  contended  by  appellant  that  no  indebtedness 
was  shown.  The  mere  production  of  an  execution,  fair  on 
its  face,  purporting  to  have  been  issued  on  a  judgment 
against  persons  therein  named  as  judgment  debtors,  does 
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not  prove  the  existence  of  such  judgment  or  the  amount 
due  thereon,  so  as  to  establish  the  right  of  an  officer  who 
may  have  seized  property  thereunder  to  hold  such  property 
for  the  satisfaction  of  such  execution,  when  the  right  so  to 
do  is  challenged  as  in  this  case.  Such  right  can  be  sustained, 
when  so  challenged,  only  by  showing  the  existence  of  a 
valid  judgment  and  the  amount  due  thereon.  Marks  v, 
Wrighty  sujyra.  Here  no  judgment  was  shown.  The  defect 
in  the  proof  was  fatal  to  defendant's  case.  The  trial  court 
probably  acted,  in  directing  the  verdict  in  defendant's  favor, 
on  the  theory  that  the  execution  prima  facie  established 
the  existence  of  the  judgment.  That  was  error,  for  which 
the  judgment  appealed  from  must  be  reversed. 

It  is  further  assigned  as  error  that  there  was  no  evidence 
to  impeach  the  title  of  the  plaintiff  corporation  for  fraud, 
hence  no  warrant  for  holding  that  the  property  was  liable 
to  seizure  for  the  debts  of  the  Densmores  after  they  had 
sold  the  same  to  the  plaintiff.  There  is  no  evidence  that 
the  Densmores  were  insolvent  at  the  time  of  the  transfer, 
nor  any  fact  established  to  impeach  the  hona  fides  of  the 
transaction  whereby  the  corporation  became  the  owner  of 
the  property,  except  that  no  provision  was  specially  made 
for  the  payment  of  the  debts  of  the  partnership,  and  that 
the  members  of  the  firm,  acting  for  the  corporation,  re- 
mained, as  agents  of  such  corporation,  in  possession  of  the 
property,  and  conducted  the  business  at  the  same  place  as 
before,  but  in  the  name  of  the  corporation  instead  of  that 
of  the  firm.  A  creditor  of  a  partnership,  as  such,  has  no 
lien  on  the  partnership  assets,  nor  any  equity  therein  inde- 
pendent of  the  equity  of  the  partners.  So  long  as  the  equity 
of  the  latter  exists,  to  have  the  debts  of  the  partnership  sat- 
isfied out  of  the  partnership  assets,  it  may  be  enforced  by 
tbe  creditors.  A  transfer  of  the  partnership  property  free 
from  fraud  cuts  oflf  such  equity  of  the  partners,  and  the 
equity  of  the  creditors,  which  depends  upon  it,  falls  at  the 
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same  time  by  the  same  act.  This  subject  was  so  fully  dis- 
cussed by  this  court  in  Thayer  v,  Ilumphrey^  91  Wis.  876, 
that  it  is  not  deemed  necessary  to  go  over  the  same  at  this 
time.  It  was  there  said,  in  effect,  that  if  a  member  of  a 
firm  makes  a  lona  fids  sale  of  his  interest  in  the  partner- 
ship property  to  his  copartner  or  to  a  stranger,  without  in 
^ny  way  retaining  his  equity  to  have  the  partnership  cred- 
itors paid  out  of  such  property,  the  title  thereto  is  thereby 
vested  in  the  new  owner,  free  from  any  claim  of  the  vendor 
or  his  creditors  through  him. 

From  the  foregoing  it  follows  that  the  title  to  the  prop- 
erty in  dispute  was  in  plaintiff  free  from  any  claim  of  the 
creditors  of  the  firm  at  the  time  the  levy  on  such  property 
was  made,  unless  such  title  was  impeached  for  fraud.  The 
mere  fact  that  the  debt  of  the  firm  was  not  provided  for, 
there  being  no  proof  in  the  case  that  the  members  of  the 
firm  were  insolvent  when  the  transfer  was  made,  did  not 
raise  even  a  suspicion  of  fraud.  So  it  comes  down  to  the 
subject  of  want  of  change  and  continued  change  of  posses- 
sion as  evidence  of  fraud  under  the  statute.  Sec.  2310,  R.  S. 
1878,  provides  that,  "  every  sale  made  by  a  vendor,  of  goods 
and  chattels  in  his  possession  or  under  his  control,  .  .  . 
unless  the  same  be  accompanied  by  an  immediate  delivery, 
and  be  followed  by  an  actual  and  continued  change  of  pos- 
session of  the  things  sold  .  .  .  shall  be  presumed  to  be 
fraudulent  and  void,  as  against  the  creditors  of  the  vendor, 
•  •  •  or  subsequent  purchasers  in  good  faith;  and  shall 
be  conclusive  evidence  of  fraud,  unless  it  shall  be  made  to 
appear,  on  the  part  of  the  persons  claiming  under  such  sale, 
.  .  .  that  the  same  was  made  in  good  faith,  and  without 
any  intent  to  defraud  such  creditors  or  purchasers."  Now, 
though  it  is  apparent  from  the  evidence*  that  there  was  ail 
the  delivery  to  the  purchaser,  change  and  continued  change 
of  possession,  that  the  nature  of  the  case  would  permit^  as- 
suming that  the  circumstances  were  such,  under  the  statute, 
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as  to  raise  a  presumption  of  fraud,  the  proof  is  undisputed 
that  the  corporation  paid  full  value  for  the  property,  by  is- 
suing corporation  stock  therefor,  which  it  bad  an  undoubted 
right  to  do  under  the  statute.  Sec.  1753,  E.  S.  1878.  That 
circumstance,  so  established,  effectually  rebutted  the  pre- 
sumption of  fraud  arising  from  mere  want  of  actual  change 
and  continued  change  of  possession,  if  there  were  such.  The 
law  is  well  settled  in  this  state  that  the  legal  presumption 
of  fraud,  arising  under  the  statute  in  favor  of  the  creditor  of 
a  vendor  out  of  the  mere  fact  that  such  vendor  has  sold 
property  to  another  and  thereafter  retained  possession  of 
the  same,  is  rebutted  by  proof  of  the  payment  of  a. full  con- 
sideration for  such  property  to  the  vendor  by  such  other. 
Norwegian  Plow  Co,  v.  Hanthorn^  71  Wis.  529. 

It  follows  from  the  foregoing  that,  as  the  case  stood  at 
the  close  of  the  evidence  when  the  court  directed  a  verdict 
for  the  defendant,  there  was  no  evidence  to  impeach  the  title 
of  the  plaintiff  to  the  property  on  the  ground  of  fraud,  and 
if  the  facts  were  otherwise,  there  was  no  proof  that  the  de- 
fendant represented  a  creditor  of  the  Densmores  or  was  in 
a  position  to  attack  the  transfer  by  them  to  the  corporation 
on  the  ground  of  fraud  or  any  other. 

By  the  Court, —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  trial. 


Volk  and  others,  Appellants,  vs.  Stowell,  Eespondent. 

January  12 —February  8, 1898, 

Executors  and  administrators:  Right  to  realty:  Contracts:  Death  of  one 
party:  Agency  coupled  with  an  interest 

1.  An  admlDistrator  cannot  maintain  an  action  for  the  recovery  of 
his  decedent's  real  estate,  unless  it  is  shown  that  it  is  needed  for 
the  payment  of  debts  or  legacies. 
Vou  98  —  25 
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SL  Defendant  and  plaintiffs*  testator  entered  into  a  contract  providing 
that  the  defendant  should  manage  the  testa tor*8  farm  for  a  term 
of  five  years;  that  be  should  receive  therefor  $80  per  months  and 
in  addition  fifteen  per  cent  of  the  farm  products  and  increase  of 
stock,  and  should  be  allowed  the  use  of  certain  buildings  and  a 
garden;  that  the  testator  might  declare  the  contract  forfeited 
only  in  case  of  failure  or  neglect  of  the  defendant  to  perform  it 
according  to  its  true  intent  and  meaning;  and  that  upon  the 
death  of  the  defendant  the  contract  should  be  determined  and 
any  wages  due  him  should  be  paid  to  his  heirs  or  legal  representa- 
tives by  the  testator  or  "  his  heirs,  representatives,  or  assigns,  upon 
whom  this  contract  shall  be  binding."  By  his  will,  made  soon 
after,  the  testator  bequeathed  the  revenues,  benefits,  and  profits- 
arising  from'said  farm  to  his  grandchildren,  each  to  be  paid  his^ 
propef  share  thereof  after  attaining  his  majority,  until  which 
time  said  proceeds  were  to  be  paid  to  the  testator's  children.  Hddr 
that  the  contract  vested  in  the  defendant  an  agency  or  author! ty^ 
coupled  with  an  interest,  which  survived  the  testator  and  became 
binding  on  his  heirs  and  personal  representatives,  and  entitled 
the  defendant  to  continue  to  manage  the  farm  as  stipulated  in  the 
contract 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Polk 
county:  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirm^cL 

This  was  an  action  for  the  recovery  of  certain  real  estate^ 
called  the  "  Hermitage  Farm,"  situated  on  the  north  shore 
of  Poplar  lake,  in  Polk  county,  of  which  Leonard  W.  Volk 
died  seised  August  19, 1895,  having  made  on  the  1st  of  April, 
1895,  a  written  agreement  with  the  defendant,  Stowell^  by 
which  it  was  agreed  that  the  latter  should  take  charge  of 
the  management,  care,  and  cultivation  of  said  farm,  or  any 
additional  adjoining  land  that  might  be  thereafter  purchased 
by  said  Volk,  for  a  term  of  five  years  from  that  date,  sub- 
ject to  extension,  as  the  parties  might  mutually  agree.  ,  The 
defendant  was  to  devote  his  entire  time  and  best  effort  to 
the  management,  care,  and  cultivation  of  said  farm,  and  to 
faithfully  and  diligently  serve  the  exclusive  interests  of  the 
said  Volk  therein,  for  the  designated  period.  Volk  agreed 
to  pay  the  defendant  thefefor  a  monthly  salary  of  $3(>,  pay- 
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'able  at  the  end  of  each  month,  and  to  furnish  him  a  hired 
man  or  strong  boy  of  about  eighteen  years  of  age,  and  dur- 
ing harvest  time,  if  necessary,  to  furnish  an  extra  man-  or 
boy.  Besides  the  monthly  salary  or  wages  to  be  paid  said 
Stowellj  said  Volk  was  to  allow  him  additional  fifteen  per 
cent,  of  all  increase  of  stock  (quadrupeds  and  bipeds)  born 
or  hatched  on  the  said  farm;  also  fifteen  per  cent,  of  all 
products  of  the  soil,  field,  and  garden. 

Among  other  things,  it  was  agreed  that  any  stock  might 
be  sold  from  time  to  time  or  increased  according  to  the 
wishes  or  direction  or  option  of  Volk.  The  defendant  was 
"  to  have  the  use  of  the  farm  house,  fuel,  and  private  garden 
free."  The  "  Lodge,"  so  called,  on  the  premises,  was  exela- 
sively  for  the  use  of  Volk,  as  well  as  the  log  house  at  east 
end  of  farm,  with  a  small  garden  and  granary.  All  original 
stock  was  to  be  kept  good  according  to  schedule,  if  the  sixty 
acres,  more  or  less,  produced  food  sufficient  to  feed  them 
through  the  winter.  It  was  agreed  that  at  the  end  of  every 
six  months  the  monthl}'^  percentage  might  be  increased  or 
reduced,  according  to  the  yield  of  stock  and  products  of  the 
soil,  as  might  be  mutually  agreed  upon  between  said  Volk 
and  the  defendant.  "In  case  of  failure  or  neglect  of  the 
defendant  to  perform  the  covenants  and  agreements  on  his 
part,  .  .  .  the  contract  should,  at  the  option  of  said 
Volk,  become  forfeited  and  determined;"  and,  in  such  event, 
the  defendant  agreed  "to  immediately  surrender  up  the 
premises  to  said  Volk."  In  case  of  the  death  of  the  defend- 
ant before  the  expiration  of  the  contract,  the  same  should 
terminate,  and  any  wages  or  percentages  due  to  him  at  that 
time  were  to  be  paid  to  his  heirs  or  legal  representatives 
"  by  said  Volk,  or  his  heirs  or  representatives  or  assigns, 
upon  whom  this  contract  shall  be  binling." 

By  the  last  will  and  testament  of  said  Volk,  which  has 
he&a  duly  admitted  to  probate,  he  devised  the  premises  in 
question  to  his  grandchildren  then  living,  the  issue  of  his  son 
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Stephen  A.  Douglas  Volk  and  his  wife,  Marion  Laribee  Yolk, 
and  to  his  grandchildren  then  living,  the  issue  of  his  daugh- 
ter Elizdheth  Honora  and  her  husband,  William  B.  Colt, 
naming  them,  or  anj-  other  grandchildren  who  might  there- 
after be  born;  that  is  to  say,  as  each  of  said  grandchildren 
should  reach  the  lawful  age,  he  or  she  should  be  entitled  to 
their  proportion  of  the  revenues,  profits,  and  benefits  of 
whatsoever  kind  of  said  farm,  to  be  divided  by  the  probate 
judge  of  said  Polk  county,  or  such  trustee  as  he  might  ap- 
point, as  the  guardian  and  trustee  or  executor.  Their  par- 
ents, during  the  minority  of  the  grandchildren,  were  to  be 
entitled  to  all  revenues,  divided  equitably,  eta 

The  parents  of  the  grandchildren  mentioned  in  the  will, 
Stephen  A.  Douglas  Volk  and  Nora  Volk  Coltj  are  children 
of  the  testator,  and  they  brought  this  action  for  the  recovery 
of  the  premises  in  question,  charging  the  defendant  with 
unlawfully  withholding  the  same.  The  answer  was  a  gen- 
eral denial.  H.  P.  Burdicky  administrator  of  the  estate  of 
said  Leonard  W.  Volk  with  his  will  annexed,  was  subse- 
quently joined  as  a  party  plaintiff. 

Upon  trial  by  the  court,  the  facts  were  found  as  stated, 
and  that  the  defendant  had  occupied  the  premises  under  and 
by  virtue  of  said  contract  from  its  date,  and  still  occupied 
the  same,  and  that  said  Leonard  W.  Volk  lived  upon  the 
same  after  the  contract  was  made  to  the  time  of  his  death. 
The  circuit  court  held  that  the  defendant  was  entitled  to 
the  possession  and  occupancy  of  the  farm  house  on  the  prem- 
ises, and  such  possession  as  would  enable  him  to  take  charge 
of  the  management,  care,  and  cultivation  of  the  farm  accord- 
ing to  the  terms  of  the  contract;  and  that  the  plaintiffs 
were  not  entitled  to  the  exclusive  possession  of  the  premises; 
and  gave  judgment  dismissing  the  action,  from  which  the 
plaintiffs  appealed. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellants  on  the  brief 
of  //.  P.  Burdick^  and  for  the  respondent  on  that  of  Frank 
B.  Dorothy. 
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PmNEY,  J.  1.  There  is  neither  allegation  nor  proof  to 
show  that  the  rents  and  profits  of  the  real  estate  in  question 
were  needed  for  the  payment  of  debts  of  the  testator  or  in 
the  settlement  of  his  estate,  or  that  he  left  debts  unpaid  or 
not  provided  for.  At  common  law,  the  executor  or  admin- 
istrator had  nothing  to  do  with  the  real  estate  of  which  the 
testator  or  intestate  died  seised.  Jones  v.  BilUiein^  28  Wis. 
221.  When  there  are  no  debts  or  legacies  to  be  paid,  there 
is  no  valid  reason  why  the  executor  or  administrator  should 
have  the  possession  of  the  real  estate.  Flood v,  Pilgrim^^2 
Wis.  376;  Filhey  v.  Carrier j  45  Wis.  469;  McManany  v. 
Sheridan^  81  Wis.  542.  The  burden  of  proving  that  there 
w^ere  debts  of  the  testator  to  be  paid  was  on  the  plaintiflf 
Burdicky  seeking  a  recovery  of  the  premises  as  administra- 
tor of  the  estate  of  the  deceased  with  his  will  annexed.  It 
appears  from  the  will  itself  that  no  legacies  were  given  by 
it,  and  it  seems  clear  that  no  recovery  in  the  action  could 
be  had  by  the  administrator,  Bur  dick. 

2.  Whether  there  could  be  a  recovery  by  the  plaintiffs 
S.  A.  Douglas  Volk  and  NoraYolk  Colty  children  of  the  testa- 
tor and  parents  of  his  grandchildren  named  in  the  will,  and  to 
whom  the  revenues,  profits,  and  benefits  of  the  farm  were 
devised  until  each  such  grandchild  should  reach  the  lawful 
age,  when  he  or  they  should  be  entitled  to  their  propor- 
tion of  such  revenues,  profits,  and  benefits,  is  a  question  de- 
pending upon  the  legal  effect  of  the  contract  made  by  the 
defendant  with  the  testator,  April  1,  1895,  in  view  of  the 
subsequent  death  of  Leonard  W.  Volk.  The  contention  on 
the  part  of  the  plaintiff  is  that  the  contract  is,  in  effect,  a 
contract  between  master  and  servant,  upon  a  specified  com- 
pensation to  the  latter,  which  would  be  terminated  upon 
the  death  of  either  party,  upon  the  ground  that,  "  in  con- 
tracts in  which  the  performance  depends  upon  the  continued 
existence  of  a  given  person  or  thing,  a  condition  is  implied 
that  the  impossibility  of  performance  arising  from  the  per- 
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isbing  of  the  person  or  thing  shall  excuse  the  performance, 
because,  from  the  nature  of  the  contract,  it  is  apparent  that 
the  parties  contracted  on  the  basis  of  the  continued  exist- 
■ence  of  the  particular  person  or  thing."  The  death  of  one 
•contracting  party  does  not  operate  as  a  release  or  discharge 
from  th,e  performance  of  his  part  of  the  agreement,  where 
it  is  of  such  a  character  that  it  may  be  performed  by  his 
personal  representatives.  Hawkins  v.  BaW%  AdnCr^  18  B. 
Mon.  816,  68  Am.  Dec.  755.  Where  the  agreement  is  for 
services  which  involve  the  peculiar  skill  of  an  expert  by 
-whom  alone  the  particular  work  in  contemplation  of  the 
parties  can  be  performed,  and  where  distinctly  personal  con- 
siderations are  at  the  foundation  of  the  contract,  the  rela- 
tion of  the  parties  is  dissolved  by  the  death  of  him  whose 
personal  qualities  constituted  the  particular  inducement  to 
the  contract.  If  a  party  agrees  to  do  that  which  does  not 
necessarily  require  him  to  perform  in  person, —  that  which 
he  may,  by  assignment  of  his  contract  or  otherwise,  employ 
others  to  do, —  it  may  be  fairly  inferred,  unless  otherwise 
expressed,  that  a  mere  personal  relation  was  not  contem- 
plated. Billing^  Appeal^  106  Pa.  St.  558.  It  is  a  presump- 
tion of  law  that  the  parties  to  a  contract  bind,  not  only 
themselves,  but  their  personal  representatives;  and  execu- 
tors, therefore,  whether  named  in  the  contract  or  not,  are 
liable  on  the  contracts  of  the  testator  which  are  broken  in 
his  lifetime,  and,  with  the  exception  of  contracts  in  which 
personal  skill  or  taste  is  required,  on  all  such  as  are  broken 
after  his  death.  Chitty,  Cont.  (13th  ed.),  130;  Siboni  v. 
KirhnaUy  1  Mees.  &  W.  418.  An  ordinary  contract  of 
lease  is  not  such  a  personal  contract  as  is  extinguished  by 
the  death  of  the  lessor  or  lessee.  LockaH  v,  Formfthe^  49 
Mo.  App.  654.  The  executors  or  administrators  are  in  truth 
contained  in  the  person  of  the  testator  or  intestate,  except 
in  the  case  of  a  personal  contract, —  that  is,  a  contract  de- 
pending on  personal  skill, —  in  which  is  always  implied  the 
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condition  that  the  person  is  not  prevented  by  the  act  of 
God  from  completing  the  work.  In  Wills  v.  Murray,  4 
Exch.  865,  Parke,  B.,  said:  "No  proposition  is  clearer  than 
that,  as  a  general  rule,  the  executor  represents  the  person  of 
his  testator  with  respect  to  all  his  rights  and  liabilities  on 
all  his  contracts."  The  executors  of  every  person  are  im- 
plied in  himself  and  bound  without  naming  them.  The 
same  rule  applies  to  administrators.  Hyde  v.  Skinner,  2  P. 
Wms.  196, 197.  His  personal  representatives  continue  to  be 
bound  so  far  as  the  means  to  complete  such  -contracts  have 
come  to  their  hands. 

The  contract  under  consideration  is  a  peculiar  one,  and 
somewhat  in  the  nature  of  a  lease.  It  conferred  on  the  de- 
fendant many  of  the  rights  of  a  tenant  under  such  an  instru- 
ment. Manifestly,  it  gave  the  defendant,  during  the  period 
specified  in  the  contract,  an  interest  in  the  possession  and 
use  of  the  farm.  It  gave  him  authority  to  manage,  care  for, 
and  cultivate  it,  and  to  diligently  serve  the  exclusive  inter- 
ests of  Volk  therein  for  the  period  specified,  to  the  end  that  he 
might  become  entitled  to  the  percentages  stipulated  of  stock 
and  products  of  the  soil,  which  were  to  be  derived  and  arise 
out  of  the  land  by  the  cultivation  of  the  farm  and  perform- 
ance of  the  contract,  and  it  would  seem  reasonably  clear 
that  the  devisees  of  Volk  took  the  premises  subject  to  the 
rights  of  the  defendant  in  these  respects.  He  was  to  have 
during  the  stipulated  period  the  use  of  the  farm  house,  fuel, 
and  private  garden  free,  Volk  retaining  the  option  to  de- 
clare the  contract  forfeited  and  determined  only  in  case  of 
failure  or  neglect  of  the  defendant  to  perform  the  covenants 
a,nd  agreements  contained  in  it  on  his  part  according  to  their 
true  intent  and  meaning,  in  which  event  he  was  to  immedi- 
ately surrender  up  the  premises  to  said  Volk. 

It  is  a  question  of  intention  of  the  parties,  as  derived  from 
the  provisions  of  the  contract  and  the  subject  to  which  it 
relates,  as  to  whether  it  was  to  continue  in  force  after  the 
death  of  Volk;  and  upon  this  question  the  provision  of  the 
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testator's  will,  made  within  about  two  weeks  after  the  con- 
tract, is  quite  significant  as  to  the  intention  of  Volk,  provid- 
ing for  a  division  of  the  "  revenues,  profits,  and  benefits  of 
whatsoever  kind  of  said  farm,  by  the  probate  judge  of  said 
Polk  county,  or  such  trustee  as  he  may  appoint,  as  the  guard- 
ian and  trustee  or  executor,"  taken  in  connection  with  the 
provision  that  the  plaintiffs,  the  parents  of  the  grandchildren 
mentioned  in  the  will,  during  their  minority,  were  to  be  en- 
titled to  all  revenues,  divided  equitably  according  to  said 
trustee's  decision.  Evidently  Volk  did  not  intend  that  his 
death  should  operate  to  extinguish  the  contract,  but  that 
its  provisions  should  remain  in  full  force,  and  be  executed 
by  and  between  the  defendant  and  Volk's  personal  repre- 
sentatives. 

The  contract  clearly  vested  in  the  defendant  an  agency 
or  authority,  coupled  with  an  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  business  to  which  it  related.  So  far  as  the  stipulations 
on  the  part  of  Volk  are  concerned,  no  legal  obstacle  is  per- 
ceived to  their  being  performed  by  his  personal  representa- 
tives. The  stipulated  percentages  of  all  increase  of  stock 
raised  on  the  farm,  and  fifteen  per  cent,  of  all  products  of 
the  said  soil,  field,  and  garden,  were  matters  in  respect  to 
which  he  might  transfer  an  interest  to  the  defendant.  They 
were  possibilities  coupled  with  his  existing  interest  in  and 
ownership  of  the  farm  and  stock  thereon,  and  which  might 
result  from  the  performance  of  the  contract.  The  right  of 
the  defendant  to  such  percentages  and  the  occupancy  of  the 
farm  and  farm  house  in  order  that  such  percentages  and 
profits  might  be  realized,  was  clearly  vested  in  the  defend- 
ant, and  survived  after  the  death  of  Volk,  to  be  enforced,  if 
need  be,  against  his  personal  representatives. 

We  think  that  the  implication  necessarily  arises  from  the 
stipulation  in  the  contract  that  it  should  be  determined  upon 
the  death  of  the  defendant  and  that  any  wages  or  percent- 
ages then  due  him  should  be  paid  to  his  heirs  or  legal  rep- 
resentatives by  said  Volk,  or  his  heirsf,  representatives,  or 
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assigns,  upon  whom  this  contract  shall  he  hinding^  that  its 
provisions  would  continue  in  force  notwithstanding  th& 
death  of  Volk.  So,  also,  the  option  of  Volk  to  declare  tha 
contract  forfeited  in  case  of  failure  or  neglect  on  the  part 
of  the  defendant  to  perform  the  covenants  and  agreements 
contained  in  the  contract  on  his  part  according  to  their 
true  intent  and  meaning,  in  which  event  the*  defendant  was 
to  immediately  surrender  up  the  premises  to  said  Volk,  raises 
a  clear  implication  that,  in  case  of  faithful  performance  of 
the  provisions  of  the  contract  on  the  part  of  the  defendant^ 
his  rights  in  the  premises  would  continue  during  the  stipu- 
lated term. 

From  the  construction  and  effect  thus  given  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  contract  it  necessarily  results  that  the  defend- 
ant, after  the  death  of  the  testator,  continued  to  be  entitlecl 
to  the  management,  care,  and  cultivation  of  the  farm,  and 
to  render  services  thereon  in  its  care  and  cultivation,  as  stipu- 
lated in  the  contract.  It  follows  that  the  plaintiffs  were  not 
entitled  to  the  exclusive  possession  of  said  premises,  or  to  re- 
cover them  before  the  expiration  of  said  term,  as  against  the 
defendant,  and  the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  dismissing 
the  action  must  for  these  reasons  be  affirmed. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Polk 
county  is  aflSrmed. 


Anderson,  Eespondent,  vs.  Douglas  Countt,  imp.,  Appellant 

January  12  —  February  8,  1898» 

Limitations:  Pleading:  Taxation:  Restraining  issuance  of  deed:  Matters^ 
affecting  groundtmrk  of  tax:  Improper  assessment:  Tender  of 
amount  Justly  chargeable, 

"L  The  admission  of  service  indorsed  upon  the  back  of  a  summons  and 
complaint  cannot  be  considered  in  passing  upon  a  demurrer  based 
upon  the  statutes  of  limitation,  since,  under  sec.  2649,  R.  S.  1878,  a 
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demurrer  reaches  only  such  defects  as  appear  upon  the  face  of  the 
complaint. 
13w  In  an  action  to  restrain  the  i&suance  of  a  tax  deed,  to  set  aside  the 
tax  sales,  and  for  a  reassessment,  allegations  that  the  common 
council  of  Superior  levied  upon  the  taxable  property  of  the  city  a 
certain  amount  for  the  "general  fund/'  without  further  expUna- 
tion;  that  the  county  treasurer  added  an  excessive  amount  of 
interest;*  and  that  the  requisite  notices  for  making  certain  im- 
provements for  which  the  property  was  assessed  were  not  given, 
are  held  not  to  state  a  cause  of  action,  since  the  matters  alleged 
do  not  affect  the  groundwork  of  the  tax. 

3.  The  intentional  assessment  of  vacant  lands  for  a  much  greater 

amount  in  proportion  to  their  value  than  improved  lands,  forXhe 
purpose  of  encouraging  improvements,  to  the  great  injury  of  the 
owner  of  such  vacant  lands,  is  a  defect  going  to  the  validity  of  the 
assessment  and  affecting  the  groundwork  of  the  tax,  such  as  au- 
thorizes the  interference  of  a  court  of  equity. 

4.  In  an  action  to  restrain  the  issuance  of  a  tax  deed  based  on  such  an 

assessment,  payment  or  tender  of  the  amount  justly  chargeable 
to  the  plaintiff's  lands  need  not  be  alleged,  since  it  is  impossible 
to  ascertain,  by  computation  or  otherwise,  the  amount  so  justly 
chargeable;  nor  need  the  plaintiff  allege  a  willingness  to  pay,  an 
allegation  of  such  mere  mental  condition,  incapable  of  disproof, 
being  of  no  benefit  to  defendant 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Douglas 
county :  A.  J.  Vinjb,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed, 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief  of 
H.  77.  Grcce  and  R.  C.  Sloan^  and  for  the  respondent  on 
that  of  Michael  S.  Bright. 

Cassoday,  0.  J.  This  is  an  action  to  restrain  the  defend- 
ants from  issuing  any  tax  deed  upon  any  of  the  plaintiffs 
land  described,  and  to  have  all  of  the  tax  sales  therein  men- 
tioned held  void  and  canceled,  and  for  a  reassessment  for  all 
and  singular  the  taxes  mentioned.  The  defendants  Douglas 
County  and  the  county  clerk  demurred  to  the  complaint  for 
the  reason  that  it  does  not  state  facts  sufficient  to  constitute 
a  cause  of  action  against  these  defendants;  that  the  action 
was  not  commenced  within  the  time  limited  by  sec.  1210A, 
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S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.,  as  amended,  and  certain  provisions  of 
the  charter.  From  an  order  overruling  such  demurrer  the 
defendant  Douglas  County  appeals. 

The  complaint,  among  other  things,  alleges  that  the  as- 
sessors for  the  city  for  1891,  in  violation  of  law,  intentionally 
and  purposely  pursuing  a  settled  policy  and  plan,  assessed 
vacant  lands  a  much  greater  sum  in  proportion  to  their  value 
than  improved  lands,  for  the  unlawful  purpose  of  encourag- 
ing the  improvement  of  unimproved  property  in  the  city; 
that  the  plaintiff  was  greatly  injured  by  such  acts  of  the  as- 
sessors, for  the  reason  that  her  property  was  mostly  unim- 
proved, and  a  much  greater  burden  of  taxation  was  thereby 
thrown  upon  her  than  she  ought,  in  justice,  to  bear.  As- 
suming this  to  be  true,  as  we  must  upon  this  appeal,  and  it 
brings  the  case  within  the  provisions  of  the  statute  which 
declare  that  "  every  action  or  proceeding  to  set  aside  any 
sale  of  lands  for  the  nonpayment  of  taxes,  or  to  cancel  any 
tax  certificate,  or  to  restrain  the  issuing  of  any  tax  certificate 
or  tax  deed,  for  any  error  or  defect  going  to  the  validity  of 
the  assessment  and  affecting  the  groundwork  of  such  tax, 
shall  be  commenced  within  one  year  from  the  date  of  such 
tax  sale  and  not  thereafter."  S.  &  B.  Ann*.  Stats,  sec.  1210A/ 
Morrow  v.  Lander y  77  Wis.  80  \Muskego  v.  Drainage  Comm^rHj 
78  Wis.  45.  The  demurrer,  however,  only  reaches  such  de- 
fects as  "appear  upon  the/ac^?"  of  the  complaint.  R.  S. 
1878,  sec.  2649.  When  the  matters  complained  of  "do  not 
appear  upon  the  face  of  the  complaint,  the  objection  may  be 
taken  by  answer."  R.  S.  1878,  sec.  2653.  Under  these  statutes, 
it  has  frequently  been  held  by  this  court,  in  effect,  that  a  de- 
murrer based  upon  the  statutes  of  limitation  cannot  be  sus- 
tained by  any  fact  appearing  in  the  record  dehors  the  face 
of  the  complaint.  Zcegel  v.  Kuster^  51  Wis.  31 ;  Gage  v.  Way- 
landy  67  Wis.  566;  Benedix  v.  German  Ins.  Co.  78  Wis.  77. 
This  precludes  us  from  looking  into  the  admission  of  service 
indorsed  upon  the  back  of  the  summons  and  complaint. 
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The  complaint  alleges  other  defects  which  do  not  affect 
the  groundwork  of  the  tax,  as,  for  instance,  that  in  Novem- 
ber, 1891,  the  common  council  levied  upon  the  taxable  prop- 
erty in  the  city  $249,000  for  city  taxes,  including  $61,000 
designated  therein  as  "general  fund,"  without  any  other 
explanation,  and  that  the  city  had  no  power  or  authority 
to  levy  any  general  fund  or  contingent  fund  tax,  and  hence 
that  such  levy  was  void;  and  also  that  the  county  treasurer 
added  an  excessive  amount  of  interest;  and  also  that  the 
requisite  notice  for  making  certain  improvements  was  not 
given.  In  Hayes  v,  Douglas  Co,  92  Wis.  429,  it  was  held, 
in  effect,  "  that  the  levy  of  a  certain  sum  for  the  *  general 
fund'  is  not  invalid  merely  because  it  was  not  included  in 
the  estimates  filed  and  there  was  no  detailed  statement  of 
the  items  of  which  it  was  composed."  It  was  there  further 
held  that,  "  even  if  such  a  levy  is  void,  still,  unless  the  tax 
is  excessive  and  unequal  and  unjust,  a  court  of  equity  will 
not  interfere  to  set  aside  a  sale,  based  on  that  and  other 
taxes,  without  payment  of  that  tax  as  a  condition  of  relief." 
This  last  proposition  was  expressly  sanctioned  in  Chicago  d? 
N.  W.  B.  Co.  V.  Forest  Co.  95  Wis.  80,  89.  This  is  in  pur- 
suance of  an  equitable  rule  firmly  sanctioned  by  this  court 
in  numerous  decisions.  Fifield  v.  Marinette  Co.  62  Wis.  532 ; 
Wisconsin  Cent.  R.  Co.  v.  Ashland  Co.  81  Wis.  10  et  seg.; 
Hixon  V.  Oneida  Co.  82  Wis.  531,  and  cases  cited  in  the  opin- 
ions. The  rule  is  recognized  in  the  recent  case  of  Wells  v. 
Western  P.  cfe  S.  Co.  96  Wis.  116,  where  it  was,  among  other 
things,  held:  "(3)  If  such  excess  can  be  determined  by  mere 
computation  or  without  proof,  failure  to  plead  an  offer  to 
pay  the  balance  will  be  fatal  to  the  cause  of  action.  (4)  A 
failure  to  tender  or  offer  to  pay  the  balance  before  suit  will 
be  f^tal  to  any  claim  for  costs.  (5)  If  the  excess  cannot  be 
determined  by  computation  and  without  proof,  the  court 
should  determine  the  same,  as  near  as  practicable,  to  a  rea- 
sonable certainty,  from  the  evidence  produced  on  the  trial/' 
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In  as  far  as  the  defects  alleged  do  not  go  to  the  validity 
of  the  assessment  and  aflfect  the  groundwork  of  such  tax,  it 
is  very  evident,  from  authorities  cited,  that  the  complaint 
fails  to  state  a  cause  of  action.  But  in  so  far  as  it  alleges 
a  corrupt  and  fraudulent  assessment,  to  the  great  injury  of 
the  plaintiff,  it  did  go  to  the  validity  of  the  assessment  and 
affected  the  groundwork  of  such  tax;  and  hence  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  plaintilBf  to  determine,  by  computation  or 
otherwise,  what  amount  of  such  taxes  was  justly  chargeable 
against  her  lands.  This  being  so,  she  could  not  pay  nor 
tender  payment  of  the  same,  and  hence  she  could  not  allege 
such  payment  or  tender.  There  is  therefore  no  good  reason 
for  requiring  her  to  allege  her  willingness  to  pay,  since  in 
case  a  reassessment  should  be  ordered  upon  issue  joined  and 
trial  had,  the  law  would  require  her  to  pay  into  court  the 
amount  of  such  valid  reassessment.  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats,  sec* 
12106.  An  allegation  of  such  mere  mental  condition  would 
be  of  no  benefit  to  the  defendant,  and  would  be  incapable 
of  disproof.  As  to  that  branch  of  the  case  we  think  the  de- 
murrer was  properly  overruled. 

By  the  Court —  The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  aflBirmed. 


PsABsoK,  Appellant,  ts.  Switzer,  Eespondent. 

January  1£^  February  8, 1898, 

Contracts:  Pleading:  Recovery  quantum  meruit 

1.  In  an  action  to  recover  a  balance  alleged  to  be  due  for  services  ren- 

dered under  an  express  contract  to  pay  specified  wages,  plaintiff 
cannot — at  least  not  without  amending  his  complaint — recover 
the  reasonable  value  of  his  services,  or  introduce  evidence  upon  that 
question. 

2.  On  October  6  defendafit  hired  plaintiff  to  take  charge  of  his  mill  at 

C.  at  $60  per  month.  During  November  and  December  defendant 
moved  his  mill  to  G.  On  December  27  the  parties  settled  for  the 
work  already  done  at  the  agreed  price,  and  plaintiff  was  fully 
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paid.  On  January  1,  following,  plaintiff  at  defendant's  request 
went  to  work  at  G.  and  continued  to  work  there  until  September 
of  the  year  following.  He  kept  defendant's  books,  but  did  not 
credit  himself  with  the  $60  per  month  after  January  1,  as  he  had 
done  before.  HeZd,  that  he  was  not  entitled  to  recover  under  the 
express  contract  for  work  done  after  January  1. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Chippewa 
county :  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  George  H.  Single- 
ton and  James  J.  Lunney^  attorneys,  and  IF.  H.  Stafford^  of 
counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr,  Stafford. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  Connor  <&JL€onard. 

WiNSLow,  J.  This  is  an  action  to  recorer  a  balance 
claimed  to  be  due  upon  wages  for  twenty-three  months  under 
an  express  contract  to  pay  $60  per  month,  and  to  establish 
and  enforce  a  lien  therefor  on  certain  lumber.  The  answer 
admitted  the  labor,  but  claimed  that  a  part  only  was  done 
under  an  express  contract  at  §60  per  month,  namely,  from 
October  6  until  December  31,  1893,  which  had  been  fully 
paid,  and  that  the  remainder  of  the  services  from  the  last- 
named  date  until  September  3, 1895,  were  rendered  without 
express  contract,  but  simply  under  a  general  hiring  upon 
quantum  meruit;  and  that  the  reasonable  value  of  such  last- 
named  services  was  only  $40  per  month,  which  had  been 
fully  paid.  At  the  close  of  the  trial  a  verdict  was  directed 
for  the  defendant. 

We  have  reviewed  the  evidence,  and  are  satisfied  that  a 
verdict  was  rightly  directed.  There  was  really  no  material 
dispute  as  to  the  original  hiring.  The  defendant  had  a  plan- 
ing mill  at  Cartwright,  Wisconsin,  and  hired  the  plaintiff  to 
take  charge  of  it  October  6,  1803,  at  $60  per  month.  The 
plaintiff  himself  testifies:  "He  [the  defendant]  offered  me 
the  position  of  looking  after  his  business  in  general  at  Cart- 
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wrighty  for  which  I  was  to  receive  $60  per  month.  We  agreed 
on  the  wages."  In  November  and  December  of  the  same 
year  the  defendant  moved  his  mill  and  business  to  Glen 
Flora.  December  27,  1893,  the  parties  settled  for  the  work 
already  done  at  the  rate  of  $60  per  month,  and  the  plaintiff 
was  fully  paid.  On  the  1st  of  January,  1894,  the  plaintiff, 
at  defendant's  request,  went  to  work  at  Glen  Flora,  and  con- 
tinued to  work  until  September,  1895.  He  kept  the  defend- 
ant's books,  but  never  credited  himself  salary  at  $60  per 
month,  or  at  any  fixed  amount,  after  January  1st,  although 
he  had  done  so  before  that  time.  The  defendant  showed  by 
ample  testimony  that  the  plaintiff's  services  were  only  worth 
$40  per  month  after  January  1st,  and  there  was  no  testi- 
mony to  contradict  this.  It  was  undisputed  that  the  defend- 
ant had  fully  paid  for  the  services  rendered  at  this  last-named 
rate.  The  action  was  upon  express  contract  only,  and  the 
plaintiff's  own  evidence  shows  that  the  express' contract  was 
only  for  work  at  Cartwright,  and  was  closed  and  paid  for  in 
December,  1893.  There  is  no  basis  in  the  evidence  upon 
which  it  could  be  found  that  the  subsequent  work  at  Glen 
Flora  was  under  the  express  contract. 

As  no  claim  to  recover  upon  quantum  meruit  was  made  in 
the  original  complaint,  the  plaintiff  was  in  no  position  to 
recover  the  reasonable  value  of  his  services,  or  to  offer  evi- 
dence upon  that  question,  at  least  until  by  an  amendment 
to  his  complaint  he  had  laid  the  foundation  for  such  a  claim. 
This  is  not  like  the  case  of  Beers  v,  Kuehn^  84  Wis.  33,  where 
the  complaint  charged  both  express  contract  and  an  implied 
contract  to  pay  the  reasonable  value.  Here  the  plaintiff 
stood  upon  his  averment  of  express  contract  to  pay  a  speci- 
fied sum  from  beginning  to  end,  and  affirmatively  showed 
that  the  express  contract  was  closed  and  paid  in  full. 

These  views  render  unnecessary  the  discussion  of  any  other 
qaestions. 

By  t/ie  Court, —  Judgment  alErmed. 
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Egberts,  County  Judge,  Appellant,  vs.  Weadook  and  others, 

Eespondents. 

January  13  ^February  8,1898, 

Estates  of  decedents:  Judgment  ordering  payment  of  claims:  CoUaterdl 
attack:  Action  on  administrator's  bond:  Practice:  Pleading, 

1.  Under  sees.  8853,  3856,  4014.  R  S.  1878,  to  the  effect  that,  after  the 
time  limited  for  creditors  to  file  their  claims  in  the  settlement  of 
the  estate  of  a  deceased  person,  the  county  court  shall  make  an 
order  for  the  payment  of  the  debts  in  whole  or  in  part,  or  a  divi- 
dend thereon,  according  to  the  circumstances  of  the  estate;  that 
when  the  time  shall  have  expired  under  such  order  or  judgment, 
the  executor  or  administrator  and  his  bondsmen  shall  stand  per- 
sonally liable  for  such  debts;  that  on  refusal  of  such  executor  or 
administrator  to  comply  with  the  demand  for  such  payment,  as 
to  any  creditor,  an  action  may  be  brought  against  such  executor 
or  administrator  and  his  bondsmen,  for  such  debt,  by  permission 
of  the  court,— the  order  or  judgment  for  payment,  though  made 
without  notice,  is  not  subject  to  collateral  attack.  Till  reversed 
on  appeal,  or  set  aside  in  some  direct  proceeding  for  that  purpose, 
it  is  conclusive  on  all  the  questions  necessarily  adjudicated  and 
included  within  it,  among  others,  that  there  is  a  sufficiency  of 
assets  to  pay  the  debts. 

5L  The  order  permitting  suit  on  the  bond  may  be  entered  without  no- 
tice, and  is  npt  open  to  collateral  attack.  The  condition  precedent 
of  demand  for  payment  and  refusal,  which  must  precede  the  en^ry 
of  the  order,  is  not  open  to  question  except  on  appeal  from  the 
order,  or  in  some  direct  proceeding  to  vacate  or  avoid  it;  and  if 
that  were  not  so,  an  allegation  of  demand  and  refusal  in  the  com- 
plaint, not  put  in  issue  by  the  answer,  is  thereby  admitted  for  the 
purposes  of  the  action  upon  the  bond, 
[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Douglas 
county:  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.     Heversed. 

Action  on  an  administrator's  bond.  The  estate  of  E.  V. 
Mundy,  deceased,  being  in  process  of  settlement  in  the  pro- 
bate court  of  Douglas  county,  Wisconsin,  such  proceedings 
were  there  duly  had  that  a  claim  for  $2,000,  with  interest 
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thereon  from  March  22, 1890,  was  allowed  in  favor  of  Rob- 
ert C.  Ray  and  James  D.  Ray.  Thereafter  James  D.  Ray 
died,  and  Robert  C.  Ray  was  appointed  as  executor  of  his 
estate.  •  Defendant  Weadock  was  the  executor  of  the  estate 
of  E.  V.  Mundy,  deceased,  and  the  other  defendants  were 
his  bondsmen.  Such  proceedings  were  had  after  the  allow- 
ance of  the  claim  as  aforesaid,  that  the  county  court  entered 
an  order  for  the  payment  of  such  claim  within  a  time  therein 
mentioned.  Such  order  was  made  on  a  petition  setting  forth, 
among  other  things,  the  allowance  of  the  claim,  and  that 
there  was  suflBcient  property  belonging  to  the  estate,  appli- 
cable to  its  payment,  to  pay  it  in  full.  The  order  recited  as 
a  fact  established  on  the  hearing  that  there  was  sufficient 
property  in  the  hands  of  the  executor  to  pay  the  claim. 
Service  of  the  notice  of  the  hearing  on  the  petition  was  or- 
dered to  be  made  on  Ross,  Dwyer  &  Hanitch,  attorneys  for 
the  executor,  and  they  appeared  on  such  hearing.  The 
claim  was  not  paid  as  required  by  the  order,  and  such  pro- 
ceedings were  thereafter  duly  had  that  the  county  court,  by 
order,  authorized  the  bringing  of  this  action  against  the 
executor  and  his  bondsmen  to  recover  therefor. 

The  complaint  sets  forth  by  appropriate  allegations  all  of 
the  aforesaid  facts,  and  that  after  the  claim  was  ordered  to 
be  paid  plaintiff  demanded  payment  thereof  of  the  executor, 
which  was  refused.  The  defendants  answered,  admitting 
all  the  facts  alleged  in  the  complaint,  down  to  and  inclusive 
of  the  order  for  the  payment  of  the  claim.  There  was  no 
denial  of  the  allegation  of  demand  for  payment  pursuant  to 
the  order,  or  of  the  due  making  of  the  order,  or  that  the 
same  had  not  been  appealed  from  or  set  aside.  There  was 
a  denial  of  the  sufficiency  of  assets. 

On  the  trial  there  was  evidence  on  the  part  of  plaintiff 

that  one  of  the  attorneys  for  the  claimants,  after  the  entry 

of  the  order  for  payment  of  the  claim,  had  some  talk  with 

the  executor  in  respect  to  such  payment.     There  was  also 
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evidence  that  the  executor  informed  such  attorneys  by  letter 
that  there  was  no  money  with  which  to  pay  the  claim;  also 
evidence  by  the  executor  to  the  same  eflFect.  Proof  was  made 
of  all  proceedings  in  the' probate  court  as  alleged,  and  there 
was  no  proof  to  the  contrary,  except  the  recital  in  the  order 
authorizing  suit,  that  the  executor  appeared  in  the  proceed- 
ings to  obtain  such  order,  was  dispi:oved. 

At  the  close  of  the  evidence  defendants'  counsel  moved 
the  court  for  a  nonsuit,  which  was  granted  and  the  ruling 
duly  excepted  to.  Judgment  was  rendered  accordingly  in 
defendants'  favor,  and  plaintiff  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Reed  dk  Beed^  at- 
torneys, and  Mann  <jfe  Corcoran^  of  counsel,  and  oral  argu- 
ment by  Myron  Reed.  They  argued,  among  other  things, 
that  the  judgment  of  the  county  court  for  payment  of  the 
claim  cannot  be  attacked  collaterally  in  this  action.  It  is 
not  a  defense  that  the  executor  could  not  comply  with  the 
order  or  judgment.  If  he  thought  it  was  wrong  and  unjust 
he  should  have  appealed  under  the  provision  of  sec.  4031, 
E.  S.  1878.  Shepard  v.  Pebbles,  38  Wis.  373 ;  Heard  v.  Lodge^ 
20  Pick.  53;  Newcomb  v.  Goes,  1  Met.  333;  Stovall  v.  JBanJrs, 
10  Wall.  583;  Garber  v.  Comm.  7  Pa.  St.  265;  WiUey  v, 
Faulk,  6  Conn.  74;  Fay  v.  Ames^,  44  Barb.  328;  Watts  t?. 
Gayle,  20  Ala.  817;  Love  v.  Gibson,  2  Fla.  598;  Holden  v.  La- 
throp,  65  Mich.  652;  Clark  v.  Fredenburg,  43  id.  263;  Beall 
V.  New  Mexico,  16  Wall.  535,  541 ;  Brush  v.  Button,  36  Conn. 
292;  Meyer  v.  Barth,  97  Wis.  352.  The  order  or  judgment 
of  the  probate  court  is  conclusive  upon  all  the  parties,  sure- 
ties as  well  as  principal.  When  parties  contract  with  ref- 
erence to  some  suit  or  proceeding  in  court  they  are  all  bound 
by  the  judgment  therein.  They  become  quasi  parties  to  the 
proceeding  and  are  bound  by  it.  Pratt  v.  Donovan,  10  Wis. 
378;  Booth  v.  Ableman,  20  id.  602;  Eeichum  v.  Zeihdorf,2Ct 
id.  514;  Smith  v.  Zockwood,  34  id.  72;  Shepard  v.  Pebbles, 
38  id.  378. 
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For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Thomas  A.  E. 
Weadock^  in  person,  and  ^^5^,  Dwyer  <£  Eanitch^  attorneys 
for  the  other  defendants,  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Weadock 
and  Mr.  W.  D.  Dwyer. 

Marshall,  J.  The  questions  presented  on  this  appeal  are 
familiar  and  simple.  Sec.  3853,  E.  S.  1878,  provides  that, 
"  after  the  time  limited  for  creditors  to  present  their  claims 
has  expired,  and  the  amount  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  de< 
ceased  has  been  ascertained  by  the  court  or  commissioners, 
such  court  shall  make  an  order  or  judgment  for  the  payment 
of  the  debts  of  the  deceased,  in  whole  or  in  part,  out  of  the  as- 
sets in  the  hands  of  the  executor  or  administrator  for  that  pur- 
pose, as  the  circumstances  of  the  estate  shall  require."  Sec. 
3856,  E.  S.  1878,  provides  that  whenever  an  order  or  judg- 
ment shall  have  been  made  as  provided  in  sec.  3853,  "  the  ex- 
ecutor or  administrator,  after  the  time  fixed  for  the  payment 
shall  arrive,  shall  be  personally  liable  to  the  creditors  for 
their  debts  or  the  dividend  thereon,  as  for  his  own  debt; 
and  he  shall  be  liable  on  his  bond,  and  the  same  may  be  put 
in  action  on  the  application  of  a  creditor  whose  debt  or  div- 
idend shall  not  be  paid  "  as  provided  in  the  order  or  judg- 
ment. Sec.  4014  provides  that  an  action  may  bo  brought 
on  the  bond  of  the  executor  or  administrator  by  permission 
of  the  county  court,  by  any  creditor,  when  the  amount  duo 
him  has  been  ascertained  and  ordered  paid  by  the  court,  if 
the  executor,  administrator,  or  trustee  shall  neglect  to  pay 
the  same  when  demanded. 

There  can  be  no  question  but  that  the  complaint  states  a 
good  cause  of  action  under  the  sections  of  the  statutes  re- 
ferred to.  The  order  for  the  payment  of  the  claim  is  set 
forth  at  length  in  the  complaint,  and  recites  as  facts  found 
in  favor  of  the  claimants,  on  the  application  for  such  order  — 
First,  that  the  time  limited  by  the  court  for  creditors  to  pre- 
sent their  claims  against  the  estate  had  expired;  second, 
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that  the  amount  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  estate  had  been 
ascertained;  third,  that  there  were  suflBcient  assets  in  the 
hands  of  the  executor  for  the  payment  of  all  the  indebted- 
ness of  the  estate  in  full,  after  paying  all  the  expenses  of 
administration.  On  such  facts,  it  devolved  on  the  county 
court,  by  the  mandatory  language  of  sec.  3853,  to  render 
judgment  in  favor  of  the  plaintiflf  for  the  payment  of  his 
claim,  as  was  done.  There  is  no  requirement  for  the  giving 
of  notice  of  the  application  for  the  order  or  judgment,  any 
more  than  for  the  application  for  leave  to  sue  under,  sec 
401 J^,  and  while  it  was  proper  to  give  such  notice,  it  was  not 
requisite  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court.  Elwell  v.  Preseotlj 
38  Wis.  274;  Landoii  v.  Comely  62  Mich.  80. 

The  entry  of  the  order  or  judgment  referred  to,  and  ex- 
piration of  the  time  limited  therein  for  payment  of  the  claim, 
by  the  express  language  of  sec.  3856,  R.  S.  1878,  made  the 
claim,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  the  personal  debt  of  the 
administrator  for  which  he  was  liable,  and  his  bondsmen 
were  liable  as  well.  Upon  its  being  made  to  appear  that 
the  executor  refused  to  pay  the  claim  upon  demand  therefor, 
pursuant  to  the  order  or  judgment,  the  court  properly,  and 
without  notice,  authorized  the  bringing  of  this  action  under 
sec.  4014,  E.  S.  1878. 

Considerable  evidence  was  taken  on  the  trial  in  regard  to 
the  subject  of  demand  for  payment,  and  one  of  the  points  most 
confidently  suggested  in  support  of  the  judgment  is  that  no 
such  demand  was  shown ;  but  inasmuch  as  such  demand  was 
distinctly  alleged  in  the  complaint  and  not  denied  by  answer, 
it  stands,  for  all  the  purposes  of  the  «ase,  as  a  fact  admitted; 
therefore,  if  the  court  granted  a  nonsuit  for  want  of  a  de- 
mand for  the  payment  of  the  claim,  it  was  error.  Moreover, 
it  is  considered  that  the  order  for  leave  to  bring  the  suit, 
until  set  aside  or  vacated  on  appeal  or  some  proper  proceed- 
ings, is  conclusive  on  that  question. 

The  only  other  question  which  appears  to  have  been  con- 
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tested  by  the  defendant  was  whether  there  were  sufficient 
assets  in  his  hands  with  which  to  pay  the  claim.  That  was 
one  of  the  very  questions  upon  which  the  county  court  was 
required  to  form  an  opinion  and  pronounce  judgment,  on  the 
application  for  such  payment;  hence,  such  judgment  is  con- 
clusive for  the  purposes  of  this  case.  The  general  rule  is 
that  when  a  court  has  jurisdiction  to  render  a  judgment, 
every  proposition  assumed  or  decided,  leading  up  to  the  final 
result,  the  order  or  judgment,  is  included  within  it,  and  till 
reversed  on  appeal  or  set  aside  in  some  direct  proceeding  for 
that  purpose  it' is  conclusive  for  the  purposes  of  that  case  or 
proceeding  upon  all  parties  thereto,  in  that  and  all  courts. 
Wells,  Res  Adjudicata,  §  217;  Giffert  v.  West,  37  Wis.  115; 
Quackenbv^h  v,  W.  <&  3L  R.  Co,  71  Wis.  472;  Cramer  v.  Stone, 
Z%  Wis.  259;  Pray  v.  negeman,  98  K  Y.^^l\  Iowa  Go.  vl 
2L  P.  R,  Co.  24  Wis.  93;  JDanaher  v.  Prentiss,  22  Wis.  311. 
This  familiar  rule  applies  to  all  courts  to  the  extent  of  their 
jurisdiction.  Probate  courts  are  as  much  within  the  rule  as 
any  other.  BarJcer  v.  BarheVy  14  Wis.  131,  and  Cody  v.  Cody, 
post,  p.  445. 

The  bondsmen  of  the  executor  are  concluded  by  the  judg- 
ment of  the  county  court,  the  same  as  the  principal.  One 
of  the  provisions  or  conditions  of  the  bond  is  that  the  exec- 
utor shall  perform  all  orders  and  judgments  of  the  county 
court.  By  that  condition  the  bondsmen  were,  through  their 
principal,  essentially  parties  to  all  proceedings  in  the  court, 
and  bound  to  the  same  extent  as  such  principal.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  conclusiveness  of  a  decree  of  the  county  court, 
against  the  principal,  upon  his  bondsmen,  is  not  new  in  this 
court.  It  was  expressly  decided  in  Holden  v.  Curry,  85 
Wis.  504,  and  ScJioenleler  v.  BurTchardt,  94  Wis.  575. 

From  the  foregoing  it  follows  that  the  answer  of  the  de- 
fendants admitted  every  allegation  of  the  complaint  essen- 
tial to  plaintiflTs  right  to  recover,  and  that  so  long  as  the 
order  of  the  county  court  for  the  payment  of  the  claim  in 
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question  remains  undisturbed  on  appeal  or  some  direct  pro- 
ceeding for  that  purpose,  or  is  not  shown  to  be  void  for 
want  of  jurisdiction  of  the  court  to  enter  it,  the  executor  is 
personally  liable  for  its  payment,  and  his  bondsmen  are  lia- 
ble therefor  as  well.  The  plaintiflf  was  entitled,  clearly,  to 
a  judgment  upon  the  pleadings  alone,  and  that  right  was  in 
no  way  impaired  by  any  evidence  that  was  produced  in  the 
case. 

If  the  result  here  reached  is  prejudicial  to  the  executor, 
it  is  not  the  fault  of  the  law,  but  neglect  on  his  part  to  re- 
sort to  the  ample  remedies  which  the  statutes  give.  He 
had  the  right  to  appeal  from  the  order  or  decree  for  pay- 
ment of  the  claim,  within  sixty  days  after  it  was  made, 
under  sec.  4031,  K.  S.  1S78,  and  under  sec.  4035,  R.  S.  1878, 
power  existed  in  the  circuit  court,  if  justice  required,  to 
allow  an  appeal  from  the  order  after  the  expiration  of  the 
time  limited  therefor  by  sec.  4031,  upon  petition  being  filed 
within  one  year  from  the  act  complained  of.  So  the  mis- 
fortune to  the  executor,  of  being  required  to  pay  a  claim 
-when  there  are  no  trust  funds  for  that  purpose,  if  such  mis- 
fortune exists,  is  very  clearly  attributable  to  his  own  laches. 

If  there  is  any  rule  laid  down  in  Ililton  v.  BriggSy  54  Mich. 
265,  confidently  relied  upon  by  respondents,  in  conflict  with 
what  is  here  decided,  it  is  considered  that  such  rule  is  con- 
trary to  well-settled  principles  and  numerous  adjudications 
of  this  court. 

£j/  the  Cowrt —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  for  a  new  trial. 
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BoRDBN,  Kespondent,  vs.  Daisy  Eollek  Mill  Compakt,  Ap-    ,g  Jfj 

pellant.  ^'^-^ 

January  IS — February  8, 189S, 

Master  and  servant:  Negligence:  Defective  appliances:  Assumption  of 

risk, 

1.  Where  an  experieDced  mechanic  is  injured  by  the  slipping  of  a  lad- 

der on  the  floor  where  he  was  using  it,  such  ladder  being  one  of 
the  ordinary  tools  in  use  in  and  about  the  premises  and  selected 
by  such  mechanic  on  the  occasion  of  such  injury,  it  was  error  to 
instruct  the  jury  that,  as  a  matter  of  law,  the  master  was  negli- 
gent because  of  some  defect  in  the  ladder,  which  was  open  and 
obvious  to  any  person  paying  reasonable  attention  thereta 

2.  A  servant  is  not  ordinarily  obliged  to  search  for  defects  in  instru- 

mentalities furnished  for  his  use;  nevertheless,  in  the  use  of  ordi- 
nary tools,  he  takes  the  risk  of  all  defects  therein  which  are  open 
and  obvious  to  a  person  of  ordinary  care,  by  reasonable  attention 
to  them  as  they  are  used. 
[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  Jj 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Douglas 
connty:  Charles  Smith,  Judge.     Reversed. 

Action  for  the  recovery  of  compensation  for  personal  in- 
juries alleged  to  have  been  received  by  plaintiff  while  in  the 
employ  of  defendant,  by  reason  of  a  failure  of  duty  on  the 
part  of  the  latter  in  respect  to  furnishing  plaintiff  with  a 
reasonably  safe  ladder  with  which  to  do  his  work. 

The  evidence  showed,  without  dispute,  that  plaintiff  had 
worked  as  a  millwright  in  defendant's  flour  mill  for  several 
months  before  the  injury;  that  he  was  a  person  of  large 
experience  in  such  work  and  very  familiar  with  the  use  of 
ladders  of  various  kinds  in  and  about  millwright  work ;  that 
at  the  time  in  question  he  was  putting  up  some  spouts  or 
conductors,  that  required  him  to  work  on  a  gallery  on  which 
were  located  purifiers  in  operation;  that  for  the  purpose  of 
reaching  the  point  where  the  work  was  to  be  done,  he  was 
obliged  to  use  a  short  ladder;  that  he  found  one  standing 
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upright  against  one  of  the  machines,  took  and  immediately 
placed  it  in  position,  and  ascended  it  with  a  spout  in  his  hand 
to  do  his  work;  and  that  while  so  engaged  the  ladder  sud- 
denly slipped  on  the  floor,  causing  him  to  fall  .and  entangle 
one  of  his  feet  in  the  belt  on  one  of  the  machines,  by  reason 
of  which  one  of  his  legs  was  broken  and  he  was  otherwise 
injured.  The  alleged  defect  was  want  of  spikes  in  the  lad- 
der to  prevent  its  slipping  on  the  floor. 

At  the  close  of  the  evidence  there  was  a  motion  to  direct 
a  verdict  for  defendant,  which  was  denied.  The  court 
charged  the  jury  that  the  ladder  was  defective,  as  a  matter 
of  law,  for  want  of  spikes  to  prevent  its  slipping  on  the  floor, 
and  that  if  plaintiff,  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care,  should 
have  discovered  such  defects,  he  could  not  recover;  other- 
wise that  he  was  entitled  to  a  verdict  for  compensation  for 
his  injuries.  A  verdict  was  rendered  for  plaintiff.  Defend- 
ant's counsel  moved  the  court  to  set  the  verdict  aside  and 
grant  a  new  trial,  which  was  denied.  Judgment  was  there- 
after entered  in  plaintiff's  favor,  and  defendant  appealed 
therefrom  on  exceptions  duly  taken. 

Far  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Ross^  Dwyer  (J& 
Hanitchy  and  oral  argument  by  TT.  D,  Dwyer. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Crownharty  Owen 
&  Foley^  and  oral  argument  by  W,  R,  Foley, 

Marshall,  J.  It  is  only  when  the  evidence,  and  all  the 
reasonable  inferences  from  evidentiary  facts  established 
thereby,  are  one  way  in  respect  to  a  fact  in  issue,  that  the 
trial  court  is  warranted  in  taking  it  from  the  jury.'  Testing 
the  evidence  in  the  record  by  that  familiar  rule,  the  instruc- 
tion given  by  the  trial  court  to  the  effect  that  the  ladder 
was  defective  and  the  defendant  guilty  of  actionable  negli- 
gence as  a  matter  of  law,  unless  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  con- 
tributory negligence,  was  a  clear,  invasion  of  the  province  of 
the  jury. 
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Whether  a  tool  is  defective,  so  as  to  render  the  person  re- 
sponsible for  its  reasonable  safety  for  use  liable  for  damages 
to  an  employee  injured  by  some  failure  of  duty  in  that  re- 
gard, must  be  determined  in  the  light  of  all  the  circum- 
stances bearing  on  the  question,  and  particularly  the  right 
of  such  person  to  rely  on  the  duty  of  such  employee  to  exer- 
cise ordinary  care  for  his  own  safety.  A  ladder  is  one  of 
the  most  simple  contrivances  in  general  use.  The  danger 
attending  such  use  is  a  matter  of  almost  common  knowledge, 
and  is  particularly  within  the  knowledge  of  men  engaged  in 
such  work  as  that  in  which  plaintiff  was  employed  when  in- 
jured. Under  all  the  circumstances,  in  view  of  the  very 
simple  character  of  such  a  tool;  the  ease  with  which  plaint- 
iff could  have  informed  himself  as  to  whether  there  were 
points  in  the  bottom  of  it;  the  obvious  dangers  which  would 
naturally  suggest  to  such  a  person  the  necessity  of  familiar- 
izing himself  with  its  character  in  that  regard  before  using 
it,  and  to  guard  against  its  tendency  to  slip  on  the  floor; 
and  many  other  things  that  might  be  mentioned, —  clearly, 
the  court  was  not  warranted  in  finding,  as  a  matter  of  lav.', 
that  the  oflScers  and  agents  of  the  defendant,  whose  duty  it 
was  to  act  in  its  behalf,  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary  care, 
ought  reasonably  to  have  apprehended  that  some  person, 
who  might  use  the  ladder  in  and  -about  defendant's  work, 
might  be  injured  as  a  natural  and  probable  result  of  its  con- 
dition. That  is  an  essential  test  of  actionable  negligence. 
Sheridan  v.  Bigelow,  93  Wis.  426;  Deisenrieter  v.  Kraus- 
Merkel  Malting  Co,  97  Wis.  279.  Such  test  was  evidently 
overlooked  or  not  appreciated  by  the  learned  trial  judge, 
else  he  would  have  at  least  submitted  the  question  to  the 
jury  under  proper  instructions. 

It  is  further  assigned  as  error  that  the  court  refused  to 
direct  a  verdict  for  defendant,  and  to  set  aside  the  verdict 
as  against  the  evidence.  There  was  no  question  in  the  case 
as  to  plaintiff's  being  an  experienced  workman  in  the  use  of 
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ladders  on  floors  in  mills;  no  dispute  but  that  ho  had  as  good 
an  opportunity  as  defendant  for  knowing  of  the  defects  in 
the  ladder,  if  any  existed,  and  all  the  probable  consequences 
that  might  follow ;  no  dispute  but  that  he  might,  by  an  in- 
stant's inspection  of  the  ladder,  have  found  out  its  exact  con- 
dition ;  no  dispute  but  that  he  selected  the  ladder  and  used 
it  without  any  sufficient,  or  really  any,  inspection  in  regard 
to  its  being  furnished  with  points  to  prevent  its  slipping  on 
the  floor:  in  that  state  of  the  case,  under  the  well-settled 
rule  that  an  employee  is  chargeable  with  knowledge  of  all 
the  dangers  that  are  apparent  to  such  observation  as  men  of 
ordinary  care,  under  the  circumstances  of  the  situation,  would 
be  likely  to  make,  and  the  duty  to  guard  himself  against  in- 
jury therefrom  {Jones  v.  Sutherland^  91  Wis.  687),  and  that 
if,  by  reason  of  such  dangers,  he  is  injured,  he  is  remediless 
by  reason  of  his  contributory  fault, —  the  plaintiff  clearly  as- 
sumed the  risk  of  using  the  ladder  in  the  condition  it  was. 
Poioell  V.  Ashland  Iron  c6  Steel  Co.,  ante^  p.  35. 

The  case  of  Holt  v.  (7.,  M,  cfe  St,  P.  R.  Co.  94  Wis.  596, 
seems  to  rule  this.  There  an  employee  was  injured  by  the 
slipping  of  a  pinch  bar  on  the  rail  while  he  was  using  it  to 
move  a  locomotive.  Such  slipping  occurred  because  the  heel 
of  the  bar,  where  it  came  in  contact  with  the  rail,  was  too 
dull.  The  employee  was  experienced  in  the  use  of  such  tools. 
He  knew  the  liability  of  the  bar  to  slip  if  it  was  not  kept 
sharp,  yet  he  used  it  without  first  ascertaining  its  condition 
in  that  regard.  In  deciding  the  case,  Mr.  Justice  NewmIn 
said,  in  eflfect,  that  the  plaintiff  knew  the  danger  of  using 
a  defective  bar  and  by  reasonable  attention  he  could  have 
learned  of  its  condition  in  that  regard;  and  by  inattention 
he  took  upon  himself  the  risk  of  the  defect,  and  therefore 
could  not  shift  the  consequences  onto  the  defendant,  but 
must  bear  the  misfortune  himself. 

It  is  quite  clear  from  the  evidence  that  plaintiff  paid  no 
attention  whatever  to  the  ladder  before  using  it.    He  said 
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that  he,  tested  it,  but  that  such  test  was  only  to  see  that 
there  was  no  flour  under  it.  He  also  testified  that  if  he  had 
jumped  the  ladder  down  on  the  floor,  and  then  tried  to 
move  it,  he  could  have  detected  at  once  whether  there  were 
points  in  the  bottom  or  not ;  that  what  he  did  was  to  set 
the  ladder  up  and  give  it  a  little  jerk, —  simply  picked  it  up 
and  set  it  down;  that  he  did  not  test  it  to  see  if  there  were 
points  on  the  bottom ;  that  if  it  were  heavy  he  could  havo 
discovered  whether  there  were  such  points  by  setting  or 
striking  it  down  on  the  floor.  The  evidence  in  the  case  is 
to  the  effect  that  the  ladder  was  short  and  weighed  but 
twenty-five  or  thirty  pounds.  If  it  was  defective,  as  claimed, 
the  defect  was  open  and  obvious,  with  the  exercise  of  the 
slightest  attention;  if  it  was  negligence  to  furnish  a  ladder 
for  use  in  and  about  the  mill  with  such  defects,  then  it  was 
negligence  on  plaintiff's  part  to  use  it  without  discovering  a 
condition  which  was  ascertainable  by  ordinary  attention  to 
the  instrumentalities  in  use. 

The  principles  applicable  to  this  case  are  well  established 
in  the  law  of  negligence,  as  shown  by  numerous  authorities 
cited  in  Holt  v.  CI,  M.  cfi  St  P.  li.  Co,  94  "Wis.  596.  For 
such  application  to  facts  somewhat  similar  to  these,  Cahill 
V,  mitonj  106  N.  Y.  512,  cited  by  appellant's  counsel,  is  a 
valuable  precedent.  As  said  there  by  Chief  Justice  Rugee, 
a  ladder,  like  a  spade  or  hoe,  is  an  implement  of  simple 
structure,  intelligible  in  all  its  parts  to  the  dullest  intellect. 
How  strongly  this  applies  to  an  experienced  employee,  re- 
quired to  use  ladders  constantly  about  his  work,  and  who 
must  be  presumed  to  know  as  well  as  the  master  whether 
points  in  the  bottom  of  such  tools  are  essential  to  their  safety 
for  use,  and  has  better  facilities  than  the  master  for  discov- 
ering defects  in  that  regard,  is  most  manifest.  On  the  un- 
disputed facts  here,  the  jury,  as  in  Cahill  v.  Hilton^  8\i;pra^ 
were  permitted  to  say  that  defendant  was  guilty  of  action- 
able negligence  for  not  furnishing  a  ladder  free  from  defects 
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in  regard  to  points  in  the  bottom,  the  absence  of,  which 
would  be  quickly  observed  by  ordinary  observation  and  at- 
tention, yet  that  plaintiflf,  with  superior  means  of  observation 
and  knowledge,  was  not  guilty  of  contributory  negligence 
because  of  his  ignorance  of  such  defects.  That  was  a  plain 
violation  of  one  of  the  most  familiar  principles  of  the  law  of 
negligence. 

In  the  discussion  and  decision  of  this  case  the  rule  has 
been  kept  clearly  in  mind  that  a  servant  is  not  obliged  to 
search  for  defects  in  instrumentalities  furnished  for  his  use, 
but  may  rely  on  the  duty  of  the  master  to  see  that  they  are 
reasonably  safe;  yet  such  rule  does  not  militate  at  all  against 
that  other  rule,  just  as  well  settled  in  the  law  of  negligence, 
that  the  master  may  rely  on  the  duty  of  the  servant  to  ob- 
serve all  defects  and  dangers  which  reasonable  attention  to 
the  work  in  hand  will  generally  disclose  to  a  person  of  ordi- 
nary intelligence  and  experience  in  such  work.  Hazen  v. 
West  Superior  Lurnher  Go.  91  "Wis.  208;  Soutar  v,  Minve- 
apolis  International  Electric  Co.  (Minn.),  YO  N".  W.  Eep.  796; 
Mietman  v.  Stolt^^  120  Ind.  314;  Ragon  v.  T.,  A.  A.  dfe  If. 
M.  R.  Co.  97  Mich.  265;  Holt  v.  C,  M.  ds  St.  P.  R.  Co.  94 
Wis.  596. 

The  motion  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  for  the  direction 
of  a  verdict  should  have  been  granted,  and  failing  in  that,  the 
verdict  of  the  jury  should  have  been  set  aside  and  a  new  trial 
granted  for  errors  in  the  instruction  and  because  the  verdict 
was  not  warranted  by  the  evidence. 

By  the  CoxLrt. —  The  judgment  of  the  superior  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  triaL 
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PsTBiLSKi,  Appellant,  vs.   Nokth western  Coal  Eailway 
Company,  Respondent. 

January  IS  ^February  8, 1898. 

Matter  and  servant:  Injury  from  defective  appliances:  Notice  of  defect: 
Fellov>servants:  Safe  place  to  work. 

1.  In  an  action  against  a  dock  company  for  injuries  sustained  by  an 
employee,  who  was  struck  by  coal  knocked  from  a  pocket  by  a 
bucket,,  alleged  to  have  been  defective,  which  was  used  to  hoist 
coal  out  of  vessels  and  convey  it  to  various  parts  of  the  yard  by 
means  of  a  track  on  a  trestle,  the  only  evidence  of  a  defect  was 
that  the  bucket  failed  to  right  and  latch  itself  on  the  two  preced- 
ing trips,  made  within  fifteen  minutes  prior  to  the  accident  On 
both  such  occasions  the  bolster  had  succeeded  in  righting  the 
bucket  by  means  of  the  levers,  but  on  the  occasion  in  question  he 
had  failed  to  do  so,  and,  concluding  that  it  would  clear  the  coal 
In  the  pockets,  brought  it  back  unlatched.  After  this  the  bucket 
latched  itself  automatically  on  every  trip  for  an  hour  and  a  half. 
Heldy  that  the  negligence,  if  any,  was  that  of  the  bolster,  a  fellow- 
servant  of  plaintiff,  and  not  that  of  the  defendant,  the  time  be- 
tween the  discovery  of  the  defect  and  the  happening  of  the  acci- 
dent being  too  short  to  charge  the  latter  with  constructive  notice. 

2L  Failure  of  the  employer  in  such  case  to  provide  a  covering  for  the 
space  beneath  the  course  of  the  buckets  is  held  not  to  have  been 
negligence,  where  there  was  no  evidence  that  such  a  covering  was 
practicable  and  the  undisputed  evidence  was  to  the  effect  that  such 
coverings  were  not  in  use  upon  similar  docks  in  that  part  of  the 
country. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  of  Douglas 
county:  Charles  Smith,  Judge.     Affirmed. 

This  is  an  action  for  personal  injuries.  The  facts  appear- 
ing on  the  trial  were  that  the  defendant,  in  November,  1895, 
owned  and  operated  a  large  coal  dock  on  Allouez  bay,  in  the 
city  of  Superior,  and  that  the  plaintiff  was  a  laborer  about 
the  dock.  On  the  west  side  of  the  dock,  and  joining  the 
bay,  was  a  long  trestiework  about  thirtj'^-five  feet  high,  and 
upon  the  top  of  this  trestiework  there  was  machinery  for 
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hoisting  coal  out  of  the  vessels  in  the  bay.  This  hoisting 
was  done  by  means  of  buckets  lowered  down  into  the  boats 
from  the  ends  of  boom  sticks.  The  buckets  were  then  raised 
out  of  the  boat  to  the  boom  stick,  and  then  followed  tho 
boom  stick  along  over  the  trestle,  on  a  carriageway,  for  a 
long  distance  back  across  the  dock,  being  under  the  control 
of  a  man  called  the  hoister,  who  was  stationed  on  the  top 
of  the  trestle  in  charge  of  the  machinery,  and  by  means  of 
levers  dumped  the  buckets  at  the  proper  point.  The  buckets 
were  so  constructed  that,  when  dumped,  they  would  right 
and  latch  themselves;  and  the  hoister  then,  by  the  aid  of 
his  levers,  brought  the  bucket  back  along  the  carriageway 
and  the  boom  stick,  and  lowered  it  into  the  vessel.  The 
average  time  occupied  in  loading  the  bucket,  emptying  it, 
and  returning  it  to  the  vessel,  w^as  about  four  minutes.  Im- 
mediately east  of  the  trestlework,  and  upon  the  ground  and 
floor  of  the  dock,  were  two  parallel  railway  tracks,  running 
lengthwise  of  the  dock;  and  immediately  east  of  these  tracks 
were  pockets  built  up  upon  timbers,  the  top  of  which  came 
within  five  or  six  feet  of  the  carriageways  upon  which  the 
buckets  ran  back  and  forth.  These  pockets  extended  the 
whole  length  of  the  dock  north  and  south,  and  from  the  bot- 
tom of  each  pocket  there  was  a  spout  which  extended  down- 
wards, so  that  coal  could  be  loaded  from  the  pockets  to  the 
cars  standing  on  the  east  railroad  track.  When  the  pockets 
were  full,  the  buckets  of  coal  were  carried  over  the  pockets 
further  east,  and  dumped  in  the  yard.  At  the  time  of  the 
accident,  the  pocket  over  which  one  of  the  buckets  ran  was 
full,  and  the  coal  was  heaped  up  above  the  top,  and  the 
hoister  was  sending  the  bucket  back  into  the  vard.  "When 
the  bucket  was  empty  and  was  properly  latched,  it  would 
clear  the  coal  which  was  heaped  up  over  the  top  of  the 
pocket;  but  if  the  bucket  did  not  latch  and  was  returned 
without  latching,  it  hung  down  about  a  foot  and  a  half 
lower,  and  in  that  position  would  hit  the  coal. 
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On  the  morning  in  question,  the  plaintiff,  who  was  a  man 
of  some  experience  in  the  coal  business  and  had  been  at 
work  about  coal  docks  for  several  years,  was  set  at  work 
loading  cars,  in  close  proximity  to  the  pocket  above  men- 
tioned. The  bucket  in  question  had  been  working  three 
hours  that  morning  prior  to  the  accident,  taking  coal  from 
the  hold  of  a  vessel  in  the  bay,  first  filling  the  pocket,  and 
then  dumping  the  coal  out  beyond  the  bin  on  the  dock. 
During  this  time  it  had  latched  itself  automatically  when 
unloaded.  A  few  minutes  before  the  accident,  however, 
upon  its  return  trip,  it  failed  to  automatically  right  itself 
and  latch ;  whereupon  the  hoister,  by  use  of  his  levers,  suc- 
ceeded in  latching  it  before  it  reached  the  bin.  Upon  the 
next  trip  th^  same  thing  happened,  and  again  the  hoister 
succeeded  in  latching  it.  Upon  the  third  trip  it  failed  to 
latch,  and  the  hoister,  not  succeeding  in  latching  it  by  the 
use  of  his  levers,  concluded  that  it  would  clear  the  coal  all 
right,  and  brought  it  along  over  the  bin.  It  hung  so  low, 
however,  that  it  scraped  two  or  three  hundred  pounds  of 
coal  oflf  of  the  top  of  the  bin,  a  part  of  which  fell  upon  the 
plaintilBf  below,  and  seriously  injured  him.  The  hoister  con- 
tinued to  use  the  bucket  after  this,  and  for  an  hour  and  a 
half  it  latched  itself  automatically.  There  was  no  other 
evidence  tending  to  show  that  the  bucket  in  question  was 
defective,  and  the  hoister  testified  that  it  was  his  duty  to 
see  that  the  bucket  came  back  latched,  but  that  he  thought 
that  the  coal  was  low  enough  in  the  bin  to  allow  it  to  come 
back  unlatched. 

A  verdict  was  directed  for  the  defendant,  and  the  plaint- 
iff appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  John  Brennan 
and  John  Jenswold^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Brennan, 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  liosa^  Dwyer  cfe 
Ma/Thiich^  and  oral  argument  by  TT.  B.  Bwyer. 
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WiNSLOw,  J.  It  is  claimed  that  the  evidence  tended  to 
show  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  in  two  partic- 
ulars, namely :  (1)  In  failing  to  furnish  a  safe  place  to  work, 
by  not  providing  a  covering  over  the  railroad  tracks  and 
beneath  the  course  of  the  coal  buckets,  which  would  prevent 
coal  from  falling  upon  employees  who  were  working  below; 
and  (2)  in  using  a  defective  bucket,  which  would  not  aaio- 
raatically  right  itself  when  empty. 

1.  As  to  the  jSrst  ground  of  negligence,  there  is  an  entire 
absence  of  evidence  to  show  that  such  a  covering  was  prac- 
ticable or  in  use  upon  similar  docks  at  the  time  of  the  aoci- 
dent.  On  the  other  hand,  the  testimony  was  undisputed 
that  such  a  covering  was  never  in  use  upon  similar  docks 
either  at  Superior  or  at  other  lake  ports.  The  duty  of  the 
defendant  was  to  furnish  a  place  as  safe  and  free  from  danger 
as  other  persons  of  ordinary  care,  prudence,  and  caution, 
engaged  in  like  business  and  in  like  circumstances,  ordinarily 
furnish.  Guinard  v.  KnapjhSt(mt  &  Co.  Company^  95  Wis, 
482.  The  evidence  shows  that  this  was  done  in  the  present 
case. 

2.  As  to  the  alleged  defective  bucket,  there  is  no  evidence 
tending  to  show  that  it  was  defective,  save  the  fact  that  it 
failed  to  right  itself  and  latch  automatically  on  the  two  trips 
just  prior  to  the  trip  in  question.  This  was  within  fifteen 
minutes  prior  to  the  accident,  and  on  both  occasions  the 
hoister  succeeded  in  righting  it  by  the  use  of  his  levers.  He 
tried  to  so  right  it  on  the  third  trip,  but,  failing  in  his  first 
endeavor,  concluded  it  would  clear  the  coal,  and  brought  it 
back  unlatched.  After  this  the  bucket  latched  itself  auto- 
matically on  every  trip  for  an  hour  and  a  half.  If  this  in 
fact  shows  any  defect  in  the  bucket  at  all,  it  affirmatively 
shows  that  neither  the  defendant  nor  its  officers  had  any 
knowledge  of  such  defect,  nor  any  opportunity  to  know  of 
it.    The  time  was  manifestly  too  short  to  charge  them  with 
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constructive  notice.  If  there  was  negligence  at  all,  it  was 
on  the  part  of  the  hoister,  who  was  a  fellow-servant  of  the 
plaintiff. 

By  the  Court — Judgment  affirmed. 


CoNGEB,  Respondent,  vs.  Dingman,  Appellant. 

January  17 — February  8, 1898, 

Appeal:  Printed  brief  a:  Reversal:  Evidence, 

1  In  a  case  where  the  evidence  extends  over  a  hundred  printed  pages, 
a  brief  in  which  no  specific  assignment  of  errors  is  made  and  no 
specific  error  of  fact  is  pointed  out  or  relied  on,  except  the  general 
contention  that  the  judgment  should  have  been  given  in  favor  of 
the  appellant,  is  criticised  for  failure  to  comply  with  Supreme 
Court  Rule  IX. 

2.  The  fact  that  different  minds  might  well  arrive  at  opposite  conclu- 
sions upon  a  consideration  of  the  evidence  is  not  a  ground  for 
disturbing  findings  of  the  trial  court  which  are  well  sustained  by 
competent  evidence. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Roek 
county :  John  R.  Bennett,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed, 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief  of 
Smith  ds  Pierce^  and  for  the  respondent  on  that  of  K  D. 
McOawan. 

PiNNEY,  J.  This  was  an  action  by  the  plaintiff  to  recover 
from  the  defendant  for  his  services  in  assisting  him  in  nego- 
tiating and  completing  a  sale  of  the  defendant's  farm,  for 
which  the  plaintiff  claims  it  was  agreed  that  he  was  to  have 
all  that  the  farm  sold  for  in  excess  of  $68  per  acre,  and  it 
was  claimed  that  it  sold  for  $70  per  acre,  whereby  the  de- 
fendant became  indebted  to  him  for  such  services  in  the 
sum  of  $140,  of  which  $15  had  been  paid.  The  answer  was 
a  general  denial. 
Vol.98  — 27 
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Upon  a  trial  in  the  municipal  court  for  Rock  county,  judg^ 
ment  was  given  in  favor  of  the  defendant,  from  which  the 
plaintiff  appealed  to  the  circuit  court,  where  the  case  was 
heard  upon  the  evidence  returned  to  that  court,  which  had 
been  taken  by  a  shorthand  writer  at  the  trial.  Upon  hear- 
ing the  appeal,  the  circuit  court  reversed  the  judgment  of 
the  municipal  court,  and  gave  judgment  in  favor  of  the 
plaintiff  for  $111.16  and  costs,  from  which  the  defendant 
appealed  to  this  court. 

There  is  no  question  of  law  involved,  and  the  only  ques- 
tion is  a  question  of  fact,  depending  almost  entirely  upon 
the  credibility  of  the  parties  as  witnesses  in  their  own  be- 
half. The  evidence  extends  over  a  hundred  printed  pages, 
and  there  was  no  assignment  of  errors,  and  no  specific  error 
of  fact  is  pointed  out  or  relied  on,  except  the  general  con- 
tention that  judgment  should  have  been  given  in  favor  of 
the  defendant.  We  have  had  frequent  occasion  to  criticise 
the  failure  of  counsel  in  the  preparation  of  briefs  to  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  rule  IX,  which  was  designed  to 
facilitate  the  examination  of  cases,  and  we  feel  that  it  is 
due  to  the  court  to  say  that  hereafter  the  rule  will  be 
strictly  enforced.  The  rule  requires  each  party  to  prepare 
and  print  a  brief,  "and  each  statement  and  proposition 
therein,  which  is  based  upon  the  record,  must  refer  to  the 
page  of  the  record  as  contained  in  the  printed  case  upon 
which  the  same  is  based."  The  brief  of  the  appellant  must 
contain  a  concise  statement  "of  the  errors  relied  upon  for 
reversal,"  and,  in  "  cases  depending  upon  the  evidence,  the 
leading  facts  or  conclusions  which  the  evidence  establishes 
or  tends  to  prove."  The  brief  of  the  appellant  is  quite 
faulty  in  these  respects,  leaving  the  court  to  glean  from  a 
hundred  pages  of  printed  evidence  the  matters  which  the 
rule  requires  should  be  succinctly  and  clearly  pointed  out. 
Particularly  applicable  to  cases  such  as  the  present  is  the 
provision  of  the  rule  that  "no  extended  discussion  upon  a 
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mere  question  of  fact  will  be  permissible  in  any  brief  or  at 
the  bar,  but  the  brief  must  refer  to  the  printed  case  where 
all  evidence  bearing  upon  such  leading  facts  or  conclusions 
may  be  found." 

It  cannot,  we  think,  be  fairly  aflBrmed  that  there  is  any 
preponderance  of  evidence,  much  less  a  decided  one,  against 
the  conclusion  at  which  the  circuit  court  arrived.  On  the 
contrary,  it  seems  to  be  well  sustained  by  competent  evi- 
dence, and  while  different  minds  might  well  arrive  at  oppo- 
site conclusions  upon  a  consideration  of  the  evidence,  as 
appears  to  have  been  the  case  with  the  municipal  and  the 
circuit  judge,  this  does  not  furnish  any  ground  for  reversal 
of  the  judgment  appealed  from.  In  view  of  the  evidence, 
we  cannot  affirm  that  the  conclusion  reached  by  the  circuit 
court  is  erroneous.  "We  do  not  think  it  material  or  profit- 
able to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  the  evidence.  These  con- 
siderations necessarily  lead  to  an  aflBrmance  of  the  judgment. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


BfiODSKioK,  Bespondent,  vs.  Caby,  Appellant. 
Januai*y  17  —  February  8, 1398. 
Equity:  Quieting  title:  Pleading. 

1.  In  an  action  to  remove  a  cloud  f rom»  or  to  quiet,  title  to  real  estate 
under  the  laws  of  this  state,  the  provision  of  sec  8186,  R  S.  1878» 
to  the  effect  that  it  shall  be  sufficient  as  to  the  hostile  title  or  in- 
terest to  aver  in  the  complaint  that  the  defendant  makes  some 
claim  to  the  property  is  satisfied  by  alleging  facts  from  which 
the  hostile  claim  of  title  or  interest  is  raised  as  a  necessary  or  rea- 
sonable inference. 

8b  Allegations  to  the  effect  that  the  property  was  levied  upon  and  sold 
on  an  execution  issued  on  a  judgment  against  a  stranger  to  the 
title;  that  certificates  of  sale  in  due  form  of  law  were  issued,  de* 
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livered,  and  filed,  pursuaot  to  such  sale,  according  to  the  statutes 
in  such  cases;  and  that  such  certificates  are  still  outstanding  and 
of  record,  sufficiently  show  the  hostile  claim  of  title,  and  satisfy 
the  requirement  of  the  statute. 
[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.] 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Eock  county : 
John  E.  Bennett,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

The  allegations  of  the  complaint  are,  in  substance: 

(1)  That  plaintiff,  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the 
action,  was,  and  since  December  17, 1894,  has  been,  the  owner 
in  fee  simple  and  in  the  actual  possession  of  certain  real  es- 
tate described,  situated  in  Eock  county,  Wisconsin ; 

(2)  That  June  22,  1896,  the  sheriff  of  said  county,  under 
an  execution  issued  out  of  the  circuit  court  thereof  on  a 
judgment  rendered  May  9,  1896,  in  favor  of  defendant  and 
against  M.  H.  Broderick,  pursuant  to  a  levy  and  due  adver- 
tisement under  such  execution,  sold  said  real  estate  for  the 
sum  of  $500,  to  satisfy  such  execution ; 

(3)  That  such  levy  and  sale  were  made  by  direction  of  the 
defendants  on  the  theory  that  such  real  estate  was  the  prop- 
erty of  said  M.  H.  Broderick ; 

(4)  That  the  sale  was  completed  by  the  execution,  filing, 
and  delivery  of  proper  certificates  of  sale,  as  required  by 
law; 

(5)  That  such  certificates  of  sale  constitute  a  cloud  on 
plaintiff's  title,  and  will,  unless  removed,  compel  him  to  re- 
deem therefrom  in  order  to  prevent  the  creation  of  a  further 
cloud  on  such  title  by  the  issuing  of  a  sheriff's  deed  to  de-^ 
fendant  or  her  assigns,  purporting  to  convey  to  her  said 
lands  pursuant  to  such  certificates. 

The  prayer  of  the  complaint  is,  in  effect,  that  plaintiff's 
title  be  quieted;  that  the  cloud  thereon,  created  by  the  cer- 
tificate of  sale  on  file,  be  removed ;  and  that  defendant  be 
enjoined  from  selling  or  disposing  of  the  certificate  of  sale, 
or.  procuring ^a  sheriff's  deed  thereon. 
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The  defendant  interposed  a  general  demurrer  to  the  coni- 
plaint,  which  was  overruled,  and  defendant  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Dunwiddie  dr 
Wheeler,  and  oral  argument  by  B.  F.  Dunwiddie.  They 
argued,  among  other  things,  that  if  the  invalidity  of  that 
which  is  alleged  as  a  cloud  appears  on  the  face  of  the  record 
by  which  it  is  shown  to  exist,  equity  will  not  interfere.  Garrv- 
hie  V,  Loop,  14  Wis.  465 ;  Meloyv.  Dougherty,  16  id.  269 ;  Trues-- 
dM  V,  Rhodes,  26  id.  216;  Moore  v.  Cord,  14  id.  216;  Pier- 
V.  Fond  du  Lac,  38  id.  470;  Cornish  v.  Frees,  74  id.  490;^ 
Brown  v.  Cohn,  88  id.  627;  S.  L.  Sheldon  Co.  'o.  Mayers,  81 
id.  623.  The  complaint  was  framed  under  the  general  equity 
powers  of  the  court  to  remove  cloud  on  title,  and  not  under 
the  statute  (sec.  3186,  E.  S.  1878).  Having  brought  his  ac- 
tion in  that  form  he  cannot  now  sustain  his  complaint  under 
said  section,  even  if  the  allegations  show  that  he  might  bring 
an  action  under  it.  Walton  v.  Perkins,  28  Minn.  413 ;  Knud- 
son  V.  Curley,  30  id.  433;  Stuart  v.  Lovrry^  49  id.  91. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Richmond  & 
Smith,  and  oral  argument  by  T.  C.  Richmond. 

Marshall,  J.  It  is  claimed  by  the  appellant  that  the  com- 
plaint does  not  state  a  good  cause  of  action,  within  the  gen- 
eral equity  powers  of  courts  in  actions  quia  timet,  in  that 
the  invalidity  of  the  alleged  hostile  claim  appears  by  the 
record,  hence  it  does  not  constitute  a  cloud  on  the  plaint- 
ifFs  title.  For  the  purposes  of  this  case  that  may  be  con- 
ceded. Moore  v.  Cord,  14  Wis.  213;  Pier  v.  Fond  du  Lac, 
36  Wis.  470.  But  sec.  3186,11.  S.  1878,  as  amended  by  ch.  88,. 
Laws  of  1893,  has  so  enlarged  the  equity  powers  of  the  court 
as  to  give  a  remedy  to  any  person  having  the  legal  title  to^ 
lands  against  any  other  person  setting  up  a  claim  thereto,, 
to  test  the  validity  of  such  claim,  and  provides  that  it  shall 
be  sufficient  to  aver  in  the  complaint  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  plaintiff's  estate  in  the  land,  describing  it  as  accurately 
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as  may  be;  that  the  plaintiff  is  in  possession  thereof,  or  that 
it  is  vacant  and  unoccupied;  and  that  the  defendant  makes 
some  claim  thereto;  and  to  demand  judgment  that  the  plaint- 
iffs claim  be  established  against  any  claim  of  the  defendant, 
and  that  he  be  forever  barred  against  having  or  claiming 
any  right  or  title  in  the  land  adverse  to  the  plain tiflF.  The 
statute  has  extended  the  right  of  action  so  that  it  may  be 
resorted  to  by  any  person  having  either  title  to,  or  a  lien  or 
incumbrance  on,  land,  whether  in  or  out  of  possession,  against 
any  person  making  a  claim  hostile  to  such  title,  lien,  or  in- 
cumbrance. TVhether  the  hostile  claim  be  apparently  valid 
on  its  face  or  the  record,  so  as  to  constitute  a  cloud  on  the 
title  strictly^  so  called,  according  to  adjudications  under  the 
old  action  quia  timety  is  immaterial.  J^bx  v.  WilliamSj  92 
Wis.  320. 

It  is  claimed  by  the  appellant,  however,  that  the  complaint 
does  not  state  a  cause  of  action  because  of  a  failure  to  allege, 
in  the  words  of  the  statute,  that  the  defendant  makes  some 
claim  to  the  land.  Manifestly,  the  statute  does  not  require 
such  an  allegation.  It  merely  provides  that  as  to  the  ad- 
verse claim  it  shall  be  suflBcient  to  so  allege.  Clearly,  if  the 
facts  constituting  the  adverse  claim  are  alleged,  it  satisfies 
the  statute.  It  is  expressly  provided  that,  in  order  to  estab- 
lish the  fact  that  the  defendant  is  setting  up  or  making  some 
claim  to  the  land,  'it  shall  be  sufficient  to  introduce  in  evi- 
■dence  any  instrument  in  writing,  theretofore  at  any  time 
appearing  of  record,  or  the  record  thereof,  or  a  duly-certified 
copy  of  such  record,  purporting  to  convey  to,  or  otherwise 
affect  in  favor  of,  the  defendant,  the  title  to  the  land  ad- 
versely to  the  plaintiff,  or  under  or  through  which  the  plaint- 
iff does  not  trace  his  claim  or  title.'  It  would  seem  to  follow, 
necessarih'^,  that  allegations  which,  if  true,  show  the  existence 
of  a  hostile  claim  of  title,  cannot  be  added  to  by  alleging,  as 
a  conclusion,  that  the  defendant  is  making  such  hostile  claim. 
That  proof  of  a  sale  of  land  on  execution,  on  a  judgment 
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against  a  person  having  no  interest  in  such  land  at  the  time 
of  the  rendition  of  such  judgment  or  subsequent  thereto, 
establishes  a  claim  of  title  to  the  land  adverse  to  the  true 
owner,  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute,  was  expressly 
ruled  in  Maxon  v.  Ayers^  28  Vis.  612,  which  case  seems  to 
touch  this  unfavorably  to  the  appellant  at  every  point.  Said 
Mr.  Justice  Cole  there,  in  effect,  the  placing  of  a  certificate 
of  sale  of  land  on  file  under  such  circumstances  is  the  setting 
up  of  a  claim  of  title  to  such  land  in  the  most  unequivocal  man- 
ner, and  is  directly  calculated  to  throw  doubt  on  the  title  of  tha 
true  owner;  besides,  the  danger  that  a  deed  may  be  issued 
upon  the  certificate,  unless  canceled,  capable  of  being  used  as 
a  means  of  vexatious  litigation,  which  will  prevent  the  sale 
of  the  property  at  its  full  value,  is  manifest.  The  suflBciency 
of  the  complaint  was  there  under  discussion.  The  issue  turned 
wholly  on  whether  the  statement  of  facts  in  reference  to  the 
levy  upon  the  land,  sale,  issuance  and  filing  of  the  certificate 
of  sale,  and  its  existence  of  record  and  outstanding,  consti- 
tuted a  setting  up  of  a  claim  of  title  to  the  land  within  the 
meaning  of  the  statute.  True,  the  allegations  as  to  the  ex- 
istence of  the  certificate,  and  the  facts  leading  up  to  it  and 
showing  that  the  sale  did  not  in  fact  affect  the  plaintiff's  title, 
Avere  followed  by  a  general  allegation  that  by  means  thereof 
the  defendant  was  setting  up  a  claim  to  the  land;  but  it  was 
considered  that  such  general  allegation  did  not  add  to  the 
facts  pleaded,  on  which  it  was  based,  as  a  mere  conclusion, 
and  that  such  facts  clearly  showed  that  defendant  was  mak- 
ing some  claim  to  the  real  estate  of  the  plaintiff  as  contem- 
plated by  the  statute. 

By  the  Court — The  order  of  the  circuit  court  overruling 
the  demurrer  to  the  complaint  is  affirmed. 
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198  4241         Cooper,  Appellant,  vs.  The  Yillagb  of  Waterloo,  Ee- 

1104    H  7        rr  J 

vg  4;J4  spondent. 


107      91| 


January  17 —February  8,  1898. 

Municipal  corporations:  Snow  and  ice  on  sidewalk:  Injury  to  traveler: 
Court  and  jury. 

Plaintiff,  in  passing  over  a  portion  of  a  sidewalk  in  the  defendant 
village  which  inclined  twelve  or  fourteen  inches  in  six  feet,  fell 
and  was  injured.  It  appeared  that  four  slats  had  been  nailed 
across  said  incline  about  fourteen  inches  apart,  but  that  they  had 
been  covered  up  by  snow  which  had  accumulated  on  the  walk; 
that  sleet  or  mist  during  the  night  preceding,  or  early  on  the  morn- 
ing of,  the  accident,  followed  by  a  slight  flurry  of  snow,  had  ren- 
dered the  walk  very  slippery,  but  that  it  had  not  previously  been 
in  that  condition;  that  ashes  had  been  sprinkled  on  the  walk  be- 
fore, but  none  had  been  sprinkled  after,  such  slippery  condition 
arose;  that  the  accident  happened  about  9  o'clock  in  the  morning; 
and  that  plaintiff  had  passed  over  the  place  in  question  a  short 
time  previous  thereto,  going  in  the  opposite  direction,  and  knew  the 
slippery  condition  of  the  walk.  Held,  as  matter  of  law,  that  no 
defect  in  the  sidewalk  was  shown  which  would  render  the  village 
liable  for  plaintiff's  injury. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Jefferson 
county:  John  R.  Bennett,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  BuahneU^  Rogers 
<&  Ilall^  and  oral  argument  by  A.  li.  BvshneU. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Geo.  W.  <Sk  H.  & 
Bird  and  H.  T.  Ames^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Oeo.  W. 
Bird  and  Mr.  Ames. 

Cassoday,  C.  J.  This  action  was  brought  to  recover  dam- 
ages for  personal  injuries  sustained  January  17,  1893,  by 
reason  of  an  alleged  defective  sidewalk.  The  answer  con- 
sists of  admissions,  denials,  and  counter  allegations,  includ- 
ing contributory  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff.  At 
the  close  of  the  trial,  the  court  directed  the  jury  to  return  a 
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verdict  in  favor  of  the  defendant.     From  the  jadgnient  en- 
tered upon  the  verdict  so  returned,  the  plaintiff  appeals. 

It  appears  that  at  the  time  of  the  accident  the  defendant 
was  a  village  of  about  1,100  inhabitants;  that  the  street  in 
question  was  one  of  the  principal  streets  in  the  village;  that 
the  only  alleged  defect  in  the  structure  of  the  sidewalk  is 
that,  at  the  place  where  the  accident  happened,  an  apron 
led  from  the  higher  part  of  the  walk  down  to  the  lower  part 
of  the  walk;  that  this  apron  was  made  of  planks  running 
lengthwise  of  the  walk,  and  was  six  feet  wide  and  six  feet 
long;  that  the  upper  end  of  the  apron  was  from  twelve  to 
fourteen  inches  higher  than  the  lower  end,  so  that  the  de- 
scent in  the  apron  for  the  six  feet  was  about  two  inches  to 
the  foot;  that  across  this  apron  were  four  slats  or  cleats 
nailed  to  the  planks  constituting  the  apron,  and  these  slats 
appear  to  have  been  about  fourteen  inches  apart,  the  lower 
one  being  about  that  distance  from  the  foot  of  the  apron ; 
that  such  depression  in  the  walk  only  extended  the  width  of 
a  store;  that  immediately  west  of  the  store  was  a  somewhat 
corresponding  apron,  descending  the  other  way ;  that  such 
depression  in  the  walk  had  been  caused  by  the  street  being 
raised  in  front  of  the  store,  and  that  the  walk  had  been  cor- 
respondingly raised  east  and  west  of  the  store,  but  not  in 
front  of  the  store;  that  there  was  no  perceptible  lateral  de- 
scent in  the  apron  described;  that  the  plaintiff,  who  was 
forty-one  years  of  age,  lived  upon  the  same  side  of  this  street, 
a  few  doors  west  of  the  store;  that  a  little  before  8  o'clock 
on  the  morning  of  January  17,  1893,  she  started  from  her 
house  to  go  to  a  wedding  at  the  church,  and,  in  going,  passed 
right  over  and  up  this  apron  without  difficulty;  that  she 
then  noticed  that  there  was  ice  on  the  apron,  and  that  it 
was  slippery,  smooth,  not  rough  nor  uneven,  and  that  there 
had  been  a  very  little  sprinkle  of  snow  the  evening  before; 
that  she  returned  from  the  church  a  little  before  9  o'clock 
in  the  forenoon;  that,  when  she  came  to  the  apron,  she  was. 
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looking  right  at  it,  and  saw  its  condition  and  the  slight  Hurry 
of  snow  on  it;  that  the  slats  were  covered  with  ice;  that, 
when  she  was  about  the  middle  of  the  apron,  both  of  her 
feet  slipped  at  the  same  time,  and  she  fell  and  was  injured. 

The  structure  of  the  sidewalk  at  the  place  of  the  accident 
seems  to  have  been  reasonably  safe  at  the  time.  It  would 
be  very  unreasonable  to  require  villages  or  cities  to  maintain 
perfectly  even  walks.  The  only  question  as  to  the  alleged 
defect  in  the  walk  worthy  of  any  consideration  in  this  case 
is  as  to  whether  the  ice  had  been  allowed  to  accumulate  on 
the  apron  to  such  an  extent  and  for  such  length  of  time  as 
to  make  it  a  question  for  the  jury  whether  it  was  at  the 
time  unsafe  or  reasonably  safe.  Upon  that  question,  as  well 
as  the  plaintiflf's  contributory  negligence,  the  learned  trial 
judge  has  summarized  the  facts  as  favorably  to  the  plaintiff 
as  the  evidence  will  bear,  in  substance  as  follows: 

The  facts  in  the  case  are  absolutely  undisputed.  The  only 
question  in  dispute  was  -whether  it  was  fourteen  inches  or 
twelve  inches  high.  If  there  is  any  other,  I  do  not  know  it. 
Many  witnesses  have  testified  that  there  was  mist  that  night, 
that  made  it  slippery  that  night  and  early  on  the  morning 
in  question;  not  only  slippery,  but  very  slippery,  so  much 
so  that  many  intelligent  and  careful  men  avoided  the  side- 
walk and  walked  in  the  center  of  the  street.  It  does  ap- 
pear that  these  slats  were  filled  up,  and  that  the  ice  and 
snow  upon  them  prior  to  this  evening  was  from  an  inch, 
perhaps,  to  an  inch  and  a  half  thick,  and  concealed  or  cov- 
ered up  those  ridges  made  by  the  slats.  But  it  does  not  ap- 
pear, and  no  witness  has  testified,  that  the  walk  was  so  very 
slippery  until  this  morning.  And  the  evidence  shows  that 
ashes  were  sprinkled  on  the  walk  before,  but  that  none  had 
been  sprinkled  on  after,  this  exceedingly  slippery  condition 
was  caused  by  the  freezing  of  the  sleet  and  mist  the  night 
before.  If  the  defendant  were  liable  at  all,  it  would  be  not 
so  much  because  it  was  slippery,  but  because  it  had  not  put 
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the  afehes  on  to  stop  its  being  slippery  in  the  morning.  One 
witness  says  that  he  was  going  home  about  11  o'clock  the 
evening  before ;  that  it  was  not  very  slippery  then ;  and  al- 
most every  one  of  the  witnesses  say  that  the  roads  and  the 
sidewalks  were  not  very  slippory  the  day  before,  and  all 
agree,  including  the  plaintiflf's  witnesses,  that  it  was  exceed- 
ingly slippery  at  this  time  in  the  morning,  and  that  it  had 
been  rendered  so  during  the  night.  It  would  be  holding 
too  strict  a  rule  to  say  that  municipalities  must  put  ashes 
on  all  the  sidewalks  in  the  city  before  8  or  9  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  The  plaintiff  had  passed  over  this  apron  in  safety 
going  the  other  way,  up  the  slant  instead  of  down  the  slant; 
and  she  says  she  was  looking  right  at  that  walk,  and  saw 
and  knew  that  it  was  very  slippery.  I  am  impressed  with 
the  idea  that  the  plaintiff  is  not  entitled  to  recover  in  this 
case.  To  say  that  a  person  walking  on  an  inclined  plane 
on  a  slippery  place,  that  is  only  caused  the  night  before, 
when  such  person  knows  exactly  what  it  is,  and' when  there 
is  a  possibility  for  them  to  avoid  it  by  going  in  the  center 
of  the  street,  could  recover,  would  be  going  further  than 
the  law  permits. 

For  such  reasons  the  trial  court  directed  a  verdict  in  favor 
of  the  defendant,  and  we  are  all  clearly  of  the  opinion  that 
the  verdict  was  properly  so  directed.  Certainly,  there  was 
a  failure  to  show  any  such  defect  in  the  walk  as  to  take  the 
case  to  the  jury.  The  adjudications  of  this  court  upon  such 
questions  are  too  numerous  and  too  familiar  to  the  profes- 
sion to  require  citation.  Among  the  more  recent  decisions 
in  this  court  we  cite  Salzer  v.  Milwaukee^  97  Wis.  471;  Bea- 
ton V.  Milwaukee^  97  Wis.  416. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 
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40iJLi687n      ZiLLEY,  Eespondent,  vs.  DuNwroDiE,  Guardian  ad  litem.  Ap- 
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47iAi891ni  peiiant. 

January  17 — February  8, 1898. 

Parent  and  child:  Liability  of  father  for  support  of  child  furnished  by 
mother  after  divorce:  Implied  promise, 

A  decree  of  divorce,  granted  for  cruel  and  inhuman  treatment  of  the 
wife  by  the  husband,  awarded  the  care  and  custody  of  the  chil- 
dren to  the  wife  until  the  youngest  became  ten  years  of  age,  but 
made  no  provision  for  their  support  When  the  youngest  child 
reached  that  age  the  father  applied  to  the  mother  to  have  the 
child  come  to  live  with  him,  but  the  mother  refused  to  let  him  go,, 
and  the  father  thereupon  told  her  that  he  would  not  pay  for  his 
keeping.  Thereafter  the  father  made  frequent  efforts  to  get  the 
child  to  live  with  him,  but  the  mother  would  not  consent-,  and  the 
child  continued  to  reside  with  his  mother  until  a  short  time  before 
the  death  of  his  father,  at  w*hich  time  the  latter  sent  him  away  to 
school,  where  he  remained  until  after  his  father's  deatli.  Heldy 
that  a  promise  on  the  part  of  the  father  to  compensate  the  mother 
for  her  necessary  expenses  in  maintaining  the  child  after  the 
father  became  entitled  to  his  care  and  custody,  would  be  implied 
from  his  acquiescence  in  such  maintenance  by  her  and  bis  failure 
to  compel  the  child  to  live  with  him.    Marshall,  J.,  dissent& 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Eock 
county:  John  R.  BENNErr,  Circuit  Judge.  .  Affirmed. 

This  is  an  appeal  from  the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court 
for  Eock  county  allowing  the  claim  of  Mari/  A.  Zilley^  the 
respondent,  against  the  estate  of  her  former  husband,  Au- 
gust Zilley,  deceased. 

The  parties  were  married  September  26, 1867,  and  divorced, 
by  a  decree  of  the  circuit  court  for  Eock  county,  December 
29,  1884,  in  an  action  brought  by  the  claimant  against  said 
August  Zilley,  on  the  ground  of  his  cruel  and  inhuman  treat- 
ment. The  court  by  its  decree  made  a  final  division  of  the 
estate  of  said  August  Zilley  between  him  and  the  said  Mary 
A.  Zilley.     The  parties  had  an  understanding  with  each 
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other  previous  to  the  divorce  in  regard  to  the  custody  and 
education  of  the  two  children  of  the  marriage,  namely,  Will- 
iam A.  Zilley,  at  that  time  about  sixteen  years  of  age,  and 
Clayton  A.  Zilley^  about  five  years  of  age,  to  the  eflFect  that 
the  mother,  the  present  claimant,  should  have  the  custody 
and  education  of  the  boy  William  A.  Zilley,  and  also  of  the 
youngest  child,  Clayton  A.  Zilley^  until  he  should  become  of 
the  age  of  ten  years,  after  which  his  father  was  to  have  him. 
The  court  accordingly  decreed  the  custody  of  said  children 
to  the  mother  "  until  the  youngest  of  said  children  should 
become  of  the  age  of  ten  years,  or  until  the  further  order 
•of  the  court,"  the  defendant  in  the  meantime  having  the 
right  to  visit  such  children  at  reasonable  times,  in  the  day- 
time. No  provision  whatever  was  made  in  the  decree  as  to 
the  maintenance  and  support  of  either  of  the  children. 

About  two  or  three  years  subsequent  to  the  divorce  the 
deceased  was  married  to  Martha  Zilley,  who  survives  him. 
The  deceased,  ^ugust  Zilley,  then  resided  in  the  city  of  Be- 
loit,  where  he  continued  to  reside  after  the  divorce  and  for 
some  two  or  three  years  after  his  second  marriage.  He 
then  moved  onto  his  farm,  near  said  city,  and  continued  to 
reside  there  until  the  time  of  his  death,  March  7, 1895.  The 
youngest  child  became  ten' years  of  age  July  9,  1889,  when 
the  deceased,  August  Zilley,  applied  to  the  claimant  for  the 
boy  to  go  and  live  with  him,  and  she  refused  to  allow  him 
to  go;  whereupon  he  told  her  that  if  the  child  could  not 
come  and  stay  with  him  he  would  not  pay  for  his  keeping, 
that  be  was  willing  to  pay  his  schooling,  and  give  him  a 
home  with  him,  which  was  where  he  belonged,  as  he  under- 
stood it.  A  room  was  fixed  up  for  him  in  the  home  where 
Mr.  Zilley  then  resided,  and  subsequently  Zilley  tried  fre- 
quently to  get  the  boy  to  live  with  him,  but  claimant  would 
not  consent.  He  continued  to  make  his  home  with  the  claim- 
ant down  to  the  13th  of  January,  1895,  when  his  father  sent 
him  to  Faribault,  Minnesota,  to  school,  where  he  remained 
until  after  the  death  of  the  latter. 
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It  was  found  by  the  circuit  court,  among  other  things, 
that  no  allowance  for  or  provision  respecting  the  expense 
of  the  education  and  support  of  said  children  was  made  by 
the  judgment,  and  no  application  to  the  court  in  respect 
thereto  or  in  respect  to  the  custody  of  said  children  was 
made  by  either  party  after  judgment.  The  youngest  child, 
Clayton  A.  Zilley^  became  ten  ye?.rs  old  July  9,  1889,  and 
had  at  all  times  since  the  divorce  resided  with  his  mother, 
the  claimant,  excepting  short  periods  of  time,  since  he  at- 
tained the  age  of  ten  years,  not  exceeding  in  the  aggregate 
six  months.  He  was  attending  school  at  Faribault,  Min- 
nesota, the  greater  portion  of  the  time  when  not  so  residing 
with  his  mother,  and  during  the  residue  of  such  time  he  was 
with  his  father,  August  Zilley,  and  his  second  wife,  upon 
said  farm.  He  visited  and  resided  with  his  father  for  a  few 
days  at  a  time  on  several  occasions  after  he  became  ten  years 
of  age,  but  preferred  to  reside  with  his  mother,  and  returned 
to  her  on  each  such  occasion,  and  made  his  permanent  resi- 
dence with  her  of  choice,  because  his  father  was  unwilling 
to  compel,  or  did  not  compel,  him  to  reside  with  him.  Be- , 
tween  July  9, 1889,  and  March  7, 1895,  the  date  of  the  death 
of  August  Zilley,  the  claimant  furnished  said  Clayton  A. 
Zilley  his  board  and  lodging,  and  cared  for  him  for  and  dur- 
ing five  years  and  two  months  at  her  sole  cost  and  expense, 
which  board,  lodging,  and  care  were  reasonably  worth  $1,072; 
and  after  said  9th  day  of  July,  1889,  and  prior  to  March  7, 
1895,  said  claimant  furnished  to  said  Clayton  A,  Zilley  nec- 
essary clothing,  at  the  cost  to  her  of  $146.50;  and  nothing 
had  been  paid  to  or  received  by  her  from  any  one  for  or  on 
account  of  such  board,  lodging,  and  care,  or  for  such  cloth- 
ing. The  claimant  filed  a  claim  against  the  estate  of  said 
August  Zilley,  deceased,  in  the  county  court  of  Eock  county, 
for  such  board,  lodging,  care,  and  clothing,  for  the  sum  of 
$1,444,  and  the  county  court,  by  its  judgment,  wholly  dis- 
allowed said  claim,  and  the  claimant  appealed  therefrom  to 
the  circuit  court. 
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The  foregoing  facts  were  found  by  the  circuit  court,  and 
that  the  executor  of  the  last  will  and  testament,  George  H, 
Crosb}*^,  had  in  his  hands  assets,  properly  applicable  thereto, 
more  than  sufficient  to  pay  the  said  claim.  There  was  evi- 
dence that  the  deceased,  August  Zilley,  desired  the  boy  Clay- 
ton to  live  with  him,  and  on  one  occasion  sent^or  the  boy, 
and  the  claimant  said  that  he  did  not  have  to  go  if  he  did 
not  want  to.  In  answer  to  the  question  why  she  kept  the 
boy,  she  testified  that  the  boy  sta3^ed  there,  and  "  I  felt  under 
obligations  to  have  him  stay."  It  appeared  that  the  father 
was  able  and  willing  to  properly  provide  fo;*  the  boy,  and 
desired  that  he  should  live  with  him.  The  circuit  court  re- 
versed  the  judgment  of  the  county  court,  and  allowed  said 
claim  at  the  sum  of  $1,218.50,  and  adjudged  that  it  be  paid 
to  the  said  claimant  by  said  executor,  with  the  costs  of  the 
action. 

The  guardian  ad  litem  of  the  two  minor  children  of  the 
said  deceased,  to  wit,  said  Clayton  A.  Zilley  and  Edna  Zilley^ 
a  daughter  by  his  second  wife,  appealed. 

B.  F,  Dunwiddie^  guardian  ad  litem^  contended,  inter 
alia^  that  a  divorced  wife  and  mother  cannot  recover  from 
the  estate  of  her  husband,  on  the  settlement  thereof  in  the 
county  court,  for  support  and  maintenance  furnished  vol- 
untarily by  her  to  her  own  child,  where,  under  the  decree 
of  divorce,  the  father  is  entitled  to  the  custody  of  the  child, 
and  has  been  at  all  times  desirous,  ready,  and  able  to  give 
the  child  a  home  and  provide  for  its  support,  but  is  prevented 
therefrom  by  the  influence  and  refusal  of  the  mother.  Ram- 
sey V.  Ramsey^  121  Ind.  215;  Rich  v,  Rich^  88  Hun,  566; 
Burriitv.  Burritt^  29  Barb.  124;  Cushman  v.  Hassler^  82 
Iowa,  295 ;  Hampton  v.  Allee^  56  Kan.  461 ;  Harris  v.  Harris^ 
5  id.  46;  Ilall  v.  Green,  87  Me.  122;  Brown  v.  Smith,  19 
E.  1. 319 ;  Cliester  v.  Chester,  17  Mo.  App.  657 ;  Gotts  v.  ClarTc, 
78  111.  229;  Finch  v.  Finch,  22  Conn.  412;  Chandler  v.  Bye, 
37  Kan.  765;  Fulton  v.  Fulton,  52  Ohio  St.  229.     The  power 
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given  the  circuit  court  by  sec.  2363,  R.  S.  1878,  to  modify 
the  judgment  in  the  divorce  action  deprives  other  courts  of 
any  jurisdiction  over  the  care,  custody,  maintenance,  or  edu- 
cation of  the  children.  Under  the  divorce  decree  they  be- 
came the  wards  of  the  circuit  court,  and  all  applications 
affecting  their  custody  or  maintenance  must  be  made  to 
that  court  in  the  divorce  action.  The  claimant  could  not 
have  maintained  an  action  in  any  court  against  Mr.  Zilley 
for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  the  boy,  Clayton^  inter- 
mediate the  decree  and  the  death  of  Mr.  Zilley.  She  was 
limited  to  her  application  under  the  section  cited.  Ramsey 
V.  Ramsey^  121  Ind.  215;  Hoffman  v.  Boffman^  15  Ohio  St, 
427;  Williams  v.  Williams,  13  Ind.  523;  McNees  v.  McNees, 
97  Ky.  153;  Brow  v,  Brighiman,  136  Mass.  187;  Stetson  ^^ 
Stetson,  80  Me.  483;  Sullivan  v.  Learned,  49  Ind.  252;  Shaw 
V.  McHenry,  52  Iowa,  182;  LemAng  ^^  Sale,  128  Ind.  317; 
Jennings  v.  Jennings,  56  Iowa,  288;  Bennett  v.  SoiUhard^  35 
Cal.  688. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Ruger,  JVorcross 
<&  Ruger,  and  oral  argument  by  William  Ruger. 

PiNNEY,  J.  At  the  common  law  the  husband  was  pri- 
marily liable  for  the  support  of  his  minor  children.  2  Kent, 
Comm.  190.  In  McOoon  v.  Irvin,  1  Pin.  532,  it  was  said 
that  "  by  every  principle  of  law  upon  the  subject,  recognized 
and  strengthened  by  our  statute,  parents  are  under  legal  ob- 
ligation to  maintain  and  support  their  children  who  are  of 
tender  years  and  helpless."  The  statute  (R.  S.  1878,  sec. 
1503)  makes  the  father  primarily  liable  to  support  his  minor 
children.  When  the  marriage  is  dissolved  by  divorce,  the 
duty  of  parents  to  maintain  their  children  remains  as  befoi-e, 
for  children  are  not  parties  to  the  divorce  suit  and  do  not 
lose  any  rights  thereby.  Hence  the  father's  duty  to  main- 
tain them  after  the  divorce,  where  there  is  no  decree  of  the 
court  relating  thereto,  especially  if  their  custody  is  not 
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taken  from  him,  remains  as  before.  After  the  parents  were 
divorced  all  duties  and  obligations  to  each  other  ceased,  and 
they  became  as  strangers  to  each  other.  Nelson,  Div.  & 
Sep.  §  981.  The  claimant  owed  the  husband  no  duty  as 
wife,  and  her  duty  to  support  the  child  continued,  as  before, 
secondary,  and  his  primary.  2  Bishop,  Mar.,  Div.  &  Sep. 
§  1210;  Plaster  v.  Pla8ter,A7  111.  292.  It  is  generally  laid 
down  that  the  liability  of  the  husband  to  a  divorced  wife,  in 
respect  to  the  support  of  the  children,  is  the  same  as  to  any 
other  third  person,  except  as  provided  in  the  decree.  If  the 
court  makes  no  order  either  for  custody  or  support  of  chil- 
dren of  the  marriage,  the  divorce  leaves  the  father's  liability 
as  at  common  law,  and  the  mere  divorce  does  not  terminate 
bis  liability.  2  Bishop,  Mar.,  Div.  &  Sep.  §  1220;  Thomas 
V.  Thomasy  41  Wis.  233.  In  a  proper  case,  it  seems,  after 
the  marriage  is  dissolved,  he  may  be  answerable  to  the 
mother  for  maintenance  rendered  the  children  while  living 
with  her.  Stanton  v.  Willson,  3  Day,  37;  BucJcmiiister  v. 
BucJcminsteTy  38  Vt.  248.  The  father  is  under  legal  obliga- 
tion to  provide  for  the  support  of  his  children,  even  if  they 
remain  with  their  mother  after  her  divorce,  and,  as  against 
the  public  and  the  children,  he  cannot  escape  the  duty. 
Courtright  v,  Courtrighty  40  Mich.  633.  Where  the  decree 
has  granted  the  custody  of  the  children  to  the  wife  and  con- 
tains no  provision  for  their  support,  it  has  been  held  that 
the  father  is  not  liable  for  the  support  of  the  children. 
But  this  is  upon  the  ground  that,  the  statute  having  made 
it  the  duty  of  the  court  to  provide  for  their  custody  and 
maintenance  upon  divorce,  it  will  be  presumed  that  the  de- 
cree has  made  all  the  provisions  on  that  subject  that  were 
necessary;  that  the  decree  is  conclusive  as  to  the  respective 
rights  and  obligations  of  the  parties,  subject  to  the  right  to 
have  it  modified  as  subsequent  exigencies  may  require.  As 
the  decree  makes  the  parties  strangers  as  to  each  other,  it 
is  generally  considered  that  a  divorced  husband  is  not  liable 
Vol.98— 28 
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to  his  divorced  wife  for  necessaries  furnirhed  a  child  of  the 
marriage  ia  her  custody  unless  by  agreement,  express  or 
implied;  that  there  must  be  either  an  express  promise,  or 
facts  from  which  one  can  reasonably  be  inferred.  Hamsey 
V.  Hamsey^  121  Ind.  216;  Cvshman  v,  Ilassler^  82  Iowa,  295. 
And  it  has  been  considered  that  the  support  of  the  child, 
under  such  circumstances,  by  the  mother,  was  but  the  vol- 
untary performance  of  a  natural  duty,  and  that  her  remedy 
was  to  apply  to  the  court  for  maintenance  of  the  child  when 
the  divorce  was  granted.  These,  and  other  cases  of  a  simi- 
lar purport,  are  confidently  relied  on  as  decisive  against  the 
claimant. 

In  McGoon  v.  Irving  1  Pin.  532,  where  the  husband  had 
procured  a  legislative  divorce  from  his  wife,  and  had  left 
the  minor  children  of  the  marriage  in  a  familj'^  of  a  third 
person  to  be  supported,  the  mother  afterwards  obtained  the 
custody  of  the  children  without  his  knowledge  and  consent, 
and  refused,  on  demand  made  in  behalf  of  the  father,  to  give 
them  up.  She  afterwards  intermarried  with  L,  and  the  chil- 
dren were  supported  and  educated  by  him.  In  an  action  by  L 
against  the  father  to  recover  for  their  support,  it  was  held 
that  McG.  had  a  legal  right  to  the  custody  of  the  children, 
but,  as  he  had  not  attempted  to  assert  it  against  I.,  the  law 
would  presume  that  McG.  had  assented  to  their  being  in  the 
control  and  custody  of  L's  wife,  their  mother,  and  that  I. 
could  recover,  though  the  act  of  the  mother  in  obtaining  the 
custody  of  the  children  before  her  second  marriage  might 
have  been  wrongful.  And  it  was  said  by  the  court  that 
"  when  a  parent  permits  a  stranger  to  maintain,  support, 
and  instruct  such  children,  in  no  way  objecting  to  the  act^ 
but  rather  assenting  and  advising  therein,  the  law  will  pre- 
sume that  he  knows  his  obligations,  accepts  the  services,  and 
assumes  to  pay."  It  was  also  said  that  "  there  was  no  duty 
or  obligation  on  the  plaintiff  to  notify  the  defendant  to  take 
the  children  away,  or  leave  them  to  suffer  until  he  could  see 
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the  defendant  and  make  an  express  contract  about  their  sup- 
port and  maintenance.  Such  a  course  would  have  merited 
the  reprobation  of  every  humane  and  upright  man.  The 
defendant  had  the  legal  right  to  the  possession,  and  could 
have  enforced  it  at  any  time.  He  should  have  first  moved 
in  the  matter,  and,  on  failure  to  do  so,  the  law  would  pre- 
sume that  possession  elsewhere  was  with  his  approbation 
and  consent."  In  the  leading  case  which  holds  the  father 
liable,  under  circumstances  like  the  present,  the  court  ap- 
proves the  doctrine  that,  if  a  minor  is  forced  out  into  tho 
world  by  the  cruelty  or  improper  conduct  of  the  father,  nec- 
essaries may  be  supplied,  and  the  value  thereof  may  be 
recovered  from  the  parent.  "  There  is  evidently  no  satis- 
factory reason,"  said  the  court,  "for  changing  the  rule  of 
liability,  when,  through  ill  treatment  or  other  breach  of 
marital  obligation,  the  husband  renders  it  necessary  for  a 
court  of  justice  to  divorce  the  wife  and  commit  to  her  the 
custody  of  her  minor  children.  If,  under  such  circumstances, 
upon  the  allowance  of  alimony  with  custody  of  children,  the 
court  omits  to  make  an  order  for  the  children's  mainte- 
nance, the  father's  natural  obligation  to  support  them  is  of 
none  the  loss  force.  The  duty  of  support  is  not  evaded  by 
the  husband  so  conducting  himself  as  to  render  it  necessary 
to  dissolve  the  bonds  of  matrimony  and  give  to  the  mother 
the  care  and  custody  of  the  infant  offspring.  It  is  not  the 
policy  of  the  law  to  deprive  children  of  their  rights  on  ac- 
count of  the  dissensions  of  their  parents,  to  which  they  are 
not  parties,  or  to  enable  the  father  to  convert  his  own  mis- 
conduct into  a  shield  against  parental  liabilit3^"  But,  ob- 
viously, this  reasoning  can  only  apply  where  the  husband  is 
at  fault  and  the  decree  is  silent  as  to  his  liability.  Pret- 
zinger  v.  Pretzinger^  45  Ohio  St.  458,  approved  in  Bishop, 
Mar.,  Div.  &  Sep.  §  1223,  and  in  Fulton  v.  Fulton^  52  Ohio 
St.  229. 
It  is  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  divorce  in  the  instant 
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case  was  granted  to  the  claimant  against  her  husband, 
August  Zilley,  on  the  ground  of  his  cruel  and  inhuman  treat- 
ment. It  was  his  marital  wrongdoing  which  led  to  the  sep- 
aration of  the  parties  and  the  award  of  the  custody  of  the 
boy,  Clayton^  to  the  mother  until  he  became  of  the  age  of 
ten  years.  The  case  as  to  the  subsequent  support  of  the 
boy,  Clayton  -4.,  may  well  be  placed  upon  the  ground  that 
the  improper  conduct  of  the  father  had  deprived  the  boy  of 
his  rightful  and  legitimate  home,  and  so  gave  the  right  to 
the  mother  to  supply  the  necessary  support  and  maintenance, 
and  that  the  father  should  be  held  liable  as  upon  an  implied 
contract,  his  primary  liability  still  remaining  in  full  force. 
It  is  said  that  the  father  is  released  from  obligation  to  main- 
tain his  infant  children  when  deprived  of  their  society  and 
services  against  his  will.  In  Pretzinger  v.  Pretzinger^supra^ 
it  is  answered:  "If  voluntary  misconduct  on  his  own  part 
leads  to  the  deprivation,  he  is  himself  responsible,  and  not 
the  court  which  intervenes  for  the  protection  of  his  children ; 
and  if  the  father,  as  against  a  stranger,  cannot  escape  liabil- 
ity for  necessaries  furnished  to  his  minor  children,  though 
regiaining  with  their  mother  after  the  divorce,  the  mother 
will  not  be  barred  of  an  action  against  her  former  husband 
for  the  expense  of  maintaining  them.  After  a  dissolution  of 
the  marriage  relation  by  divorce,  the  parties  are  henceforth 
single  persons,  to  all  intents  and  purposes.  All  marital 
duties  and  obligations  to  each  other  are  at  an  end,  and  they 
become  as  strangers  to  each  other.  Upon  the  establishment 
of  such  new  relations,  a  promise  may  be  implied  on  the  part 
of  the  father  to  pay  the  mother,  as  well  as  a  third  person, 
who  has  supplied  the  necessary  wants  of  his  infant  child." 

The  case  of  Holt  v,  Holi^  42  Ark.  495,  was  one  where  there 
had  been  a  decree  of  divorce  giving  the  custody  of  infant 
children  to  the  mother,  and  it  was  held  that  this  would  not 
relieve  the  father  from  his  obligation  to  support  them, — 
that  he  was  bound  to  maintain  them  as  long  as  they  were 


Wis.]  JANUARY  TERM,  1898.  437 

Zilby  v&  Dunwiddie. 


too  yoang  to  earn  their  ow;i  livelihood ;  and  a  court  of  chan- 
cery would,  at  a  subsequent  term,  entertain  the  petition  of 
the  mother  to  recover  from  him  her  reasonable  and  proper 
advances  for  their  support  since  the  divorce^  and  for  an  order 
for  their  future  support.  The  case  of  Stanton  v.  Willson^  3 
I^*^y>  37,  already  cited,  was  relied  on, —  "  a  decision,"  says 
Ellsworth,  J.,  in  Finch  v.  Finch^  22  Conn.  421,  "  well  con- 
sidered, by  a  court  of  distinguished  and  unsurpassed  ability, 
and  which,  as  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  has  ever  been 
satisfactory  to  the  judges  and  the  profession,  and  sustained 
by  principles  as  old  as  the  common  law  itself." 

It  was  the  right,  and  the  duty  as  well,  of  the  husband  to 
obtain  the  custody  and  control  of  his  infant  son,  and  to  sup- 
port him,  after  he  had  arrived  at  the  age  of  ten  years.  We 
consider  it  against  the  policy  of  the  law  to  encourage  a 
father  thus  obligated  to  attempt  to  ignore  or  evade  his  pa- 
rental duty,  or  to  cast  it  upon  any  other  party,  so  as  to  enable 
him  to  convert  such  parental  neglect  and  misconduct  into  a 
shield  against  parental  liability.  Domestic  and  social  duty 
alike  required  him,  when  his  son  arrived  at  the  age  of  ten 
years,  to  enforce  his  parental  rights  and  discharge  his  pa- 
rental duties.  He  knew  they  were  being  exercised  and  per- 
formed by  another,  who  as  to  him  was  then  an  utter 
stranger,  and  he  knew,  also,  that  the  disrupted  condition  of 
his  family  relations  had  been  adjudged  in  consequence  of 
his  marital  misconduct.  We  think  the  case  ot  Pretzinger  v. 
Pretzinger^  45  Ohio  St.  458,  and  other  similar  cases,  indicate 
the  true  rule,  and  that  they  are  in  accordance  with  sound 
principles  of  public  policy.  We  think  there  is  ample  ground 
from  which  the  acquiescence  and  assent  of  the  husband  may 
be  justly  inferred  to  the  provision  made  by  the  claimant  for 
the  necessary  support  and  maintenance  of  his  son,  and  which 
he  had  failed  to  furnish  for  him,  so  that  a  promise  on  his 
part  to  compensate  the  claimant  for  what  she  had  so  ex- 
pended may  be  justly  implied,  as  in  the  case  of  McGoon  v. 
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I7*vin^  1  Pin.  532.  The  cases  bearing  upon  the  subject  are 
not,  it  must  be  admitted,  in  entire  accord,  but  they  have 
turned  largely  upon  questions  of  public  policy  in  the  states 
where  they  have  been  decided. 

"We  hold,  therefore,  for  the  reasons  stated,  that  the  recov- 
ery in  favor  of  the  claimant  is  correct,  and  should  be  af- 
firmed. 

By  the  Court — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed, with  costs  against  the  said  appellant  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  estate  of  August  Zilley,  deceased. 

Marshall,  J.  (dissenting).  The  question  presented  and 
decided  in  this  case,  stated  plainly,  is  as  follows:  "Where 
husband  and  wife  are  divorced  and  the  custody  of  their 
minor  child  is  left  with  the  mother  till  it  arrives  at  the  age 
of  ten  years,  and  the  legal  custody  then  passes  to  the  father 
by  operation  of  law,  if,  when  the  latter  period  arrives,  be 
does  all  thereafter  that  parental  affection  can  suggest  to 
induce  the  child  to  live  with  him,  stopping  short  only  of 
using  force  or  legal  authority  to  accomplish  that  result, 
yet  the  child,  through  stronger  natural  attachment  for  the 
mother,  or  induced  by  her,  or  fi'om  both  causes  combined, 
shall  remain  with  the  mother  by  her  consent,  and  she  makes 
no  claim  to  compensation  in  advance  for  supporting  the 
child  or  during  the  time  of  such  support,  and  knows  that 
the  father  desires  to  control,  educate,  and  maintain  the  child 
in  his  own  way,  can  the  mother  maintain  an  action  against 
the  father  for  her  services  in  maintaining  such  child  during 
the  time  the  legal  custody  was  in  the  latter? 

My  brethren  have  answered  this  question  in  the  affirma- 
tive. The  grounds  upon  which  the  decision  is  placed,  I  am 
not  able  to  discern  with  certainty.  Allusions  are  made  to 
the  moral  and  legal  duty  of  a  father  to  maintain  his  child, 
with  which  all  concur,  but  obviously  that  mere  duty  is  one 
enforceable  only  by  the  public.    In  an  action  by  a  private 
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individual  such  duty  is  only  a  circumstance  to  be  considered 
in  determining  whether  contractual  relations,  express  or  im- 
plied, exist  between  the  parties.  Many  cases  are  cited  by 
my  brethren  where  there  was  an  application  for  support  of 
a  child,  made  in  a  divorce  action,  granted,  and  sustained 
on  appeal,  on  the  ground  of  parental  duty,  but  such  is  not 
this  action.  The  citations  do  not  touch  the  question  here. 
Nevertheless,  in  substantially  all  of  the  well-considered  cases 
cited,  it  is  held  that  compensation  in  such  instances  can  go 
only  for  future,  not  for  past,  support.  Thomas  v,  ThoinoLSy 
41  Wis.  229;  Courtright  v.  Courtright^  40  Mich.  633;  Earn- 
sey  V.  Ramsey  J  121  Ind.  215.  Cases  are  cited  to  the  effect 
that  a  cause  of  action  accrues  to  the  person  who  furnishes 
support  to  a"  child  where  the  father  omits  to  do  so,  merely 
because  of  the  moral  and  legal  duty  of  the  parent  and  a 
failure  on  his  part  to  compel  the  child's  obedience  to  his  au- 
thority. That  appears  to  be  the  theory  my  brethren  have 
adopted.  The  precedents  for  that  are  instances  where  courts 
have  seemingly  lost  sight  of  the  distinction  between  duty  to 
the  child  which  the  public  may  enforce,  and  duty  as  evi- 
dence of  a  contract  that  a  private  party,  privy  thereto, 
may  enforce  by  personal  action  at  law.  Man's  humanity 
for  children  and  melting  tenderness  for  their  welfare,  one 
of  the  most  admired  and  admirable  sides  of  human  charac- 
ter, has  apparently  operated,  at  times,  to  swing  even  courts 
away  from  that  safe  anchorage  in  the  law,  that  personal 
obligations,  enforceable  by  personal  actions  inter  partes^  rest 
solely  on  contract.  That  principle,  rigidly  adhered  to,  is 
the  best  protection  of  us  all.  Any  departure  from  it  for 
any  cause  is  fraught  with  danger. 

I  am  warranted  in  believing  that  the  decision  here,  as 
stated,  is  based  on  the  natural  and  legal  obligation  to  sup- 
port the  child,  not  on  contract,  because  the  most  prqminent 
authorities  cited  and  quoted  from  by  my  brethren  in  sup- 
port of  the  decision  are  instances,  in  my  judgment,  that 
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come  within  the  observation  made  at  the  close  of  the  last 
paragraph,  as  evidenced  by  the  subsequent  history  of  the 
question  under  discussion  in  the  courts  where  such  decisions 
were  rendered.  The  first  is  Pretzinger  v,  Pretzin^ery  45 
Ohio  St.  459.  There  the  divorce  was  granted  on  application 
of  the  wife  for  fault  of  the  husband.  The  custody  of  the 
child  was  awarded  to  the  mother  without  provision  for  its 
support.  Subsequently  the  divorced  wife  brought  suit  against 
the  father  to  recover  for  the  support  of  the  child,  and  her 
action  was  sustained  solely  upon  the  ground  that  the  obli- 
gation of  the  father  was  primary,  continuous,  and  absolute^ 
and  not  affected  by  divorce.  The  same  reasoning  was  in- 
dulged in  as  that  leading  up  to  the  decision  here.  It  was 
decided  in  1887.  In  1895,  in  Fulton  v.  Fulton,  52  Ohio  St.  229, 
the  same  question  was  again  presented,  except  the  divorce 
was  granted  for  fault  of  the  wife.  It  was  held  that  there  could 
be  no  recovery  in  the  absence  of  an  obligation  growing  out 
of  a  contract,  express  or  implied.  The  court  said,  in  eflfect^ 
that  while  the  relations  of  the  parties  to  the  child  were  not 
changed,  their  relations  and  obligations  to  each  other  were 
the  same  as  that  of  strangers,  and  that  no  recovery  could  be 
had  without  showing  a  request  from  the  father  to  support 
the  child,  or  a  promise  to  pay  for  such  support;  that  the  cir- 
cumstance of  the  child's  staying  with  its  mother  was  so  ex- 
plained by  the  natural  relations  existing  between  them  as 
not  to  leave  any  room  for  implication  that  there  was  a  con- 
tract relation  between  the  father  and.  the  mother  in  respect 
to  the  support  of  the  child.  True,  the  court  instead  of  di- 
rectly overruling  Pretzinger  v.  Pretzinger,  supra,  distin- 
guished the  two  cases  by  saying  that  the  divorce  in  the 
former  was  for  fault  of  the  husband,  in  the  latter  for  fault 
of  the  wife;  but  that  was  manifestly  an  explanation  that 
entirely  failed  to  explain.  The  right  to  recover,  so  far  as  it 
could  be  sustained  on  moral  and  legal  duty,  did  not  change 
in  any  respect  by  the  circumstance  that  the  divorce  was 
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granted  for  the  fault  of  the  wife.  In  both  cases  the  divorced 
husband  and  wife  were  strangers  to  each  other.  The  learned 
and  very  able  court  would  have  made  a  more  orderly  retreat 
from  its  early  position  by  saying  that  it  was  based  upon  a 
wrong  principle,  for  the  two  cases  are  manifestly  inconsist- 
ent, and  the  result  of  trying  to  harmonize  them  presents  the 
appearance  ordinarily  observed  where  the  efifort  is  made  to 
preserve  consistency  by  trying  to  harmonize  things  that  are 
diametrically  opposed  to  each  other. 

Again,  in  Stanton  v.  Willson,  3  Day  (Conn.),  37,  decided  in 
1808,  that  court  held  that  the  divorced  wife  could  recover  of 
her  former  husband  for  the  support  of  the  child  because  of  the 
fact  that  prior  to  the  divorce  he  abandoned  it  and  his  con- 
duct compelled  the  court  to  place  its  custody  with  the  mother 
as  its  guardian ;  that  by  reason  of  the  facts  she  could  con- 
tract debts  for  the  support  of  the  child  after  the  divorce, 
while  she  had  the  legal  custody  of  it  without  any  provision 
for  its  support,  without  consent  of  the  father,  upon  the 
principle  that  when  a  person  forces  his  wife  from  his  home 
he  is  liable  to  the  stranger  to  whom  she  is  thus  compelled  to 
resort  for  necessaries.  The  case  has  very  little  bearing  on 
this  one.  Here  the  custody  of  the  child  was  in  the  father; 
his  residence  with  the  mother  was  not  by  order  of  the  court, 
or  because  abandoned  or  compelled  to  leave  the  paternal 
roof,  but  because  he  preferred  the  society  of  his  mother,  and 
the  mother  invited  and  induced  it,  by  her  conduct,  against 
the  wishes  of  the  father.  Manifestly  the  case  should  .not  be 
considered  as  authority  under  the  circumstances.  But  treat 
this,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  as  a  case  where  there  was  an 
abandonment  of  mother  and  child  before  the  divorce,  so  that 
the  court,  in  its  discretion,  placed  the  custody  of  the  child 
with  the  mother  as  a  matter  of  necessity,  but  without  pro- 
vision for  compensation  for  its  support,  and  we  then  have, 
substantially.  Finch  v.  Finch^  22  Conn.  411,  decided  in  1855, 
cited  in  the  opinion  of  the  court,  but  unfortunately,  the  part 
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of  the  opinion  relied  upon,  which  refers  approvingly  to  Starir 
ton  V.  Willson,  supra^  is  from  the  dissenting  opinion  of  Justice 
Ellswobth,  while  the  rule  of  the  early  case,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  court  by  Chief  Justice  Church,  one  of  the  most  emi- 
nent jurists  that  has  graced  the  bench  of  that  court,  was 
expressly  disapproved.  The  contention  was  that  because  of 
the  duly  the  father  owed  to  the  child,  the  mother  who  sujv 
ported  it  could  herself  enforce  that  duty  by  recovering  com- 
pensation for  her  services  in  a  direct  action  for  that  purpose. 
In  deciding  the  case,  the  court  said,  in  effect,  that  the  ques- 
tion is  not  what  are  the  reciprocal  rights  of  the  children  and 
parents  as  respects  each. other,  but  what  are  the  duties  as 
between  themselves;  that  a  divorced  wife  who  has  taken  the 
children  from  the  father,  stands  in  no  more  favorable  posi- 
tion to  recover  for  their  support  than  a  stranger;  that  the 
mere  moral  duty  to  support  is  not  sufficient  to  support  a 
promise;  and  that  nothing  short  of  a  contract,  express  or 
implied,  will  warrant  a  recovery.  Speaking  of  the  claim 
made,  that  the  difficulties  which  broke  up  the  home  and  led 
to  the  divorce  and  award  of  the  custody  of  the  child  to  the 
wife  should  be  held  sufficient  to  support  a  contract  obliga- 
tion to  pay  for  the  necessary  support  of  the  child  (the  theory 
mentioned  by  my  brethren  in  support  of  the  decision  here), 
the  court  said:  ^^  Stanton  v.  Willson  is  the  only  case  that  v>e 
know  of  in  which  such  a  claim  has  ever  been  sustained.^^ 

From  the  foregoing  we  might  proceed  at  great  length  to 
review  the  authorities,  substantially  all  in  accord  as  I  read 
them,  that  no  recovery  can  be  had  in  a  case  like  this,  except 
upon  a  contract  obligation,  and  that  the  doctrine  is  element- 
ary that  mere  moral  or  legal  duty,  as  between  parent  and 
child  or  the  parent  and  the  public,  constitutes  no  foundation 
for  the  liability,  nor  is  it  material  at  all  except  as  circum- 
stances from  which  a  promise  may  be  inferred;  and  that  such 
inference  cannot  arise  when  in  fact  repelled  by  the  proof 
that  the  father  was  anxious  and  willing  to  support  his  child 
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and  was  prevented  from  doing  so  by  the  conduct  of  the 
child  or  the  mother,  or  both,  as  in  this  case.  Says  Lord 
Abinger,  C.  B.,  in  Mortirnore  v.  Wright,  6  Mees.  &  W.  482 : 
**  A  father,  who  gives  no  authority  and  enters  into  no  con- 
tract, is  not  liable  for  goods  sold  to  his  infant  son.  The 
mere  moral  obligation  afifords  no  inference  of  a  promise." 
The  idea  discussed  by  Lord  Abinger  was  that,  so  long  as 
the  father  stands  willing  to  support  his  child  so  that  support 
is  not  of  necessity  furnished  by  a  stranger,  he  incurs  no  ob- 
ligation to  another  in  the  absence  of  a  contract  of  some 
kind.  So  in  Seaborne  v.  Maddy,  38  Eng.  C.  L.  194,  it  was 
held  that  no  one  is  bound  to  pay  another  for  maintaining 
his  children  unless  he  has  entered  into  some  contract  so  to 
do;  that  every  man  is  to  maintain  his  own  children  as  he  him- 
self shall  think  proper,  and  it  requires  a  contract  to  enable 
another  to  perform  that  duty  and  charge  him  in  an  action. 
To  the  same  effect  is  the  entire  body  of  English  law  on  the 
subject,  from  the  time  of  Blackstone  to  the  present,  and  to 
the  same  effect  are  substantially  all  American  authorities 
as  I  read  and  understand  them.  Cvshman  i?.  Jlassler,  82 
Iowa,  295;  Jackson  v.  Midi  (Wyo.),  42  Pac.  Kep.  603;  Zap- 
worth  V,  Leach,  79  Mich.  16. 

The  only  question  left  is.  Is  there  any  circumstance  here 
from  which  a  contract  can  be  inferred?  It  may  be  con- 
ceded that  slight  circumstances  will  be  sufficient,  but  I  am 
unable  to  find  evidence  of  any  such  circumstances  preserved 
in  the  record.  On  the  other  hand,  the  circumstances  repel 
all  such  inferences.  In  Cushman  v,  HasBler,  supra,  it  was 
held  that,  while  from  unexplained  residence  of  a  child  with 
its  mother,  the  legal  custody  being  in  the  father,  a  contract 
may  be  implied  to  pay  the  latter  for  her  services,  when  such 
residence  is  explained  as  contrary  to  the  wish  of  the  father 
the  inference  is  effectually  repelled.  That  appears  to  fit  the 
circumstances  of  this  case  most  perfectly,  and  is  in  accord- 
ance with  reason  and  common  sense.    So  in  Lajpworth  v. 
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Leach^  Bupra^  it  was  held  that  the  moral  obligation  is  not 
sufficient  to  support  by  inference  the  existence  of  an  implied 
contract;  that  where  the  mother  voluntarily  supports  hcF 
child  she  cannot  recover  therefor  as  upon  contract.  The 
idea  expressed  by  the  court  was  that  proof  that  the  support 
was  voluntarj^  and  that  the  father  was  willing  to  support 
the  child  himself,  in  the  absence  of  any  express  promise  or 
circumstances  from  which  a  promise  to  pay  for  the  support 
could  be  implied,  left  no  room  for  inference  that  a  contract 
relation  existed  between  the  parties.  Again,  in  Ramsey  v. 
Hameey^  121  Ind.  215,  an  exceedingly  well-considered  and 
instructive  case,  where  the  facts  were  much  like  those  in  the 
instant  case,  except  the  strong  evidence  of  parental  affection 
and  desire  of  the  father  for  the  society  of  and  privilege  to 
educate  and  support  his  child  in  his  own  way  that  exists 
here  did  not  exist  there,  the  court  said,  in  effect,  that  while 
the  rule  that  by  moral  anS  legal  obligation  the  duty  was  on 
the  father,  primarily,  to  maintain  his  infant  child  during 
the  years  of  infancy  and  tenderness,  the  rule  must  also  be 
recognized,  which  lies  at  the  very  foundation  of  all  cases 
where  a  third  person  has  discharged  the  obligation  of  the 
father,  that  it  must  in  every  instance  be  predicated  upon 
contract,  express  or  implied,  and  that  mere  voluntary  resi- 
dence of  the  child  with  the  mother,  without  some  evidence 
of  abandonment  on  the  part  of  the  father,  is  not  suflSoient 
to  show  a  promise  by  implication  to  compensate  the  mother 
for  keeping  the  child. 

We  hesitate  to  go  further  in  this  discussion.  The  excuse 
for  proceeding  so  far  is  the  importance  of  the  question  in- 
volved, and  the  wide  departure  which,  in  my  judgment,  the 
decit>Ijn  rendered  is  from  the  settled  rule  on  the  subject. 
I  cannot  subscribe  to  the  doctrine  that,  where  a  child  resides 
with  its  mother  by  choice  and  through  her  maternal  influ- 
ence over  it,  after  the  father  has  exhausted  all  the  resources 
that  strong  affection  for  his  child  can  suggest  to  secure  his 


Wis.]  JANUAEY  TERM,  1898.  445 

Cody  and  others  vs.  Cody. 

presence  under  the  paternal  roof,  he  can  be  held  liable  to 
the  mother  because  of  the  moral  or  legal  obligation  to  sup- 
port, which,  under  the  circumstances,  cannot  be  said  to  have 
been  violated  at  all,  unless  it  be  a  violation  not  to  proceed 
to  the  extreme  of  compelling  obedience  of  the  child  by  force 
or  legal  proceedings.  I  cannot  subscribe  to  the  doctrine  that 
a  father  can  be  held  liable  as  upon  an  implied  promise,  when 
all  the  circumstances  obviously  repel  such  an  implication ; 
that  after  he  has  done  all  above  indicated,  in  order  to  be 
saved  harmless  from  the  liability  of  being  called  upon  and 
compelled  to  respond  to  a  third  party  for  the  expense  of 
supporting  his  child,  he  must  resort  to  the  extremity  of  com- 
pelling the  child's  obedience.  If  such  is  the  law,  any  dis- 
obedient child  may  desert  his  father's  home,  accept  support 
from  another,  and  a  right  of  action  will  thereby  accrue  to 
such  other  against  the  father  for  the  child's  support.  The 
law  has  been  held  contrary  to  such  view,  as  I  understand  it, 
for  time  out  of  niind.  The  fact  that  the  person  furnishing 
the  support  away  from  the  parental  roof  is  the  mother  does 
not  change  the  rule,  but  the  moral  obligation  of  the  mother 
and  the  maternal  relation  to  the  child,  and  the  natural  de- 
sire for  his  society  rather  repel  than  support  an  implication 
of  implied  contract  relations. 
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Jurisdiction:  Dodge  county  court:  Trusts:  Parties:  Fraud:  Collateral    ^^^          ^^^.^ 
attack:  Holding  court  in  place  other  than  county  seat.  I 

1.  By  the  judgment  in  a  divorce  action  title  to  the  real  estate  of  the 
husband  was  vested  in  a  guardian  ad  litem  charged  with  a  trust 
duty  or  power  in  trust  for  the  husband,  to  bo  executed  as  directed 
by  the  county  court  of  Dodge  county.    By  sec.  2465,  R.  S.  1878,  aa 
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amended  by  sec.  1,  ch.  81,  Laws  of  1879,  that  court  is  given  powers 
and  jurisdiction  in  all  civil  actions  and  proceedings  (with  certain 
exceptions  not  necessary  to  be  considered)  concurrent  with  and 
equ&l  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  circuit  court  Held,  that  as  a  court 
of  general  equity  jurisdiction  the  county  court  of  Dodge  county 
had  jurisdiction,  not  limited  by  county  lines,  over  the  execution 
of  the  trust. 

2.  Neither  the  children  of  the  cestui  gtie  trust  nor  the  divorced  wife, 
who  had  been  awarded  a  sum  of  money  as  permanent  alimony  and 
in  lieu  of  dower,  had  any  interest  in  the  property  which  gave 
them  a  legal  right  to  notice  of  the  proceedings  to  have  the  trust 
executed. 

8L  Fraud  in  the  procurement  of  a  judgment  does  iiot  affect  the  juris- 
diction of  the  court  rendering  it,  so  as  to  render  the  judgment 
open  to  collateral  attack. 

i.  Under  sec.  24tl,  R.  S.  1878  (providing  that  the  county  judge  may 
adjourn  any  term  of  the  court  to  his  oflSce.  or  to  some  other  place* 
when  the  court  cannot  bo  conveniently  held  at  the  court  house  on 
account  of  the  sitting  of  the  circuit  court,  "or  for  any  other  cause  "^ 
the  county  judge  of  Dodge  county  had  ample  discretionary  power 
to  hold  court  at  his  office  in  a  city  other  than  the  county  seat  for 
the  purpose  of  hearing  an  order  to  show  cause  in  a  proceeding  to 
execute  a  trust,  made  returnable  at  a  special  term  of  court  to  be 
held  at  that  place. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Jefferson 
county:  John  E.  Bennett,  Circuit  Judge.    Heversed. 

This  is  an  appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for 
Jefferson  county  overruling  a  demurrer  to  the  complaint. 
The  object  of  the  action  is  to  set  aside  as  fraudulent  and 
void  a  certain  deed  of  all  of  Dr.  James  Cody's  real  estate, 
made  January  28,  1888,  to  the  defendant,  W.  G.  Codxjy  his 
son,  and  a  mortgage  thereon  for  $20,000  made  by  the  de- 
fendant to  one  Frank  B.  Tuttle,  and  also  to  have  the  title  of 
the  property  adjudged  to  be  in  the  plaintiffs  and  defendant, 
jointly.  The  plaintiffs  are  three  of  the  children  and  heirs 
at  law  of  Dr.  Cody,  and  the  administrator  of  his  estate,  and 
the  defendant  is  his  only  other  child  and  heir  at  law. 

The  complaint  shows  that  on  August  4, 1872,  Dr.  Cody's 
family  consisted  of  himself,  his  wife,  one  daughter,  Adaline 
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Cody  (now  Adaline  Salick^  one  of  the  plaintiffs),  and  one 
son,  William  O.  Cody^  the  defendant;  that  the  wife  died  on 
the  last-named  day,  and  that  Dr.  Cody  married  Theresa 
Kelly  January  28,  1880,  he  being  then  sixty  years  of  age, 
and  owning  real  and  personal  property  worth  $20,000;  that 
by  said  second  marriage  he  had  two  children,  Edward  and 
James  A.  Cody^  who  are  plaintiffs  in  this  action  and  appear 
by  tjheir  guardian  ad  liUm.  The  complaint  further  charges 
that  the  defendant,  W.  G.  Cody^  immediately  after  the  second 
marriage  of  his  father,formed  a  plan  to  fraudulently  secure 
for  himself  all  of  his  father's  property,  and  for  that  purpose 
he  deliberately  attempted  to  alienate  the  affections  of  his 
father  from  his  second  wife.  Then  follow  numerous  alle- 
gations showing  the  progress  of  the  defendant's  efforts  in 
this  direction,  which  it  is  unnecessary  to  set  forth. 

It  is  sufficient  to  say  that  the  complaint  charges:  That 
the  defendant  finally  succeeded  in  his  attempts,  and  alien- 
ated the  affections  of  his  father  from  his  second  wife,  and 
also  succeeded  in  obtaining  from  his  father,  by  undue  influ- 
ence and  fraud,  a  deed  of  the  farm  in  Dodge  county,  which 
is  the  real  estate  in  litigation,  on  the  27th  of  September, 
1886 ;  his  father  being  at  that  time  mentally  incompetent 
to  transact  business  and  in  fact  insane.  That  in  April,  1887, 
Mrs.  Cody  commenced  an  action  for  divorce  in  the  circuit 
court  for  Jefferson  county,  in  which  she  joined  W.  O,  Cody 
as  a  co-defendant  and  sought  to  set  aside  the  conveyance  of 
said  farm.  That  the  venue  of  said  action  was  changed  to 
Dane  county,  and  thereafter  A.  L.  Sanborn,  Esq.,  was  ap- 
pointed guardian  ad  litem  of  Dr.  Cody  in  said  action.  That 
in  November,  1887,  this  action  was  settled  by  stipulation, 
and  a  judgment  entered  granting  Mrs.  Cody  ^an  absolute 
divorce,  together  with  the  custody  of  the  two  minor  chil- 
dren and  $4,000  permanent  alimony.  That  the  judgment 
also  provided  that  Mrs.  Cody,  IF".  O.  Cody^  and  Dr.  Cody 
execute  a  conveyance  of  said  real  estate  to  Mr.  Sanborn, 
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who  should  thereupon  execute  a  deed  of  the  same,  in  trust 
for  Dr.  Oody,  to  such  person  as  the  Dodge  county  court 
should  designate,  provided  such  court  should  deem  it  neces- 
sary to  provide  a  trustee,  with  all  such  declarations  of  trust 
as  said  county  court  should  determine.  That  thereafter  Mrs. 
Cody,  Dr.  Cody,  and  W.  G.  Cody  executed  a  deed  of  said 
property  to  Mr.  Sanborn.  That  in  the  month  of  December, 
1887,  the  defendant  and  F.  B.  Tuttle,  his  attorney,  falsely 
and  fraudulently  represented  to  Mr.  Sanborn  that  Dr.  Oody 
bad  been  restored  to  sanity,  and  was  a  resident  of  Dodge 
county,  and  desired  proceedings  to  be  taken  in  said  Dodge 
county  court  to  carry  out  the  trust  imposed  upon  him  in 
the  divorce  action,  and  that  thereupon  Mr.  Sanborn  made  a 
petition  to  said  Dodge  county  court,  applying  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  trustee  for  the  doctor,  if  necessary,  and  that 
he  (Sanborn)  be  directed  to  convey  to  such  trustee,  or  to 
such  other  person  as  the  court  should  determine,  for  the 
benefit  of  said  James  Cody.  That  the  defendant  and  said 
Tuttle  fraudulently  procured  an  order  to  show  cause  upon 
such  petition  from  the  county  court  of  Dodge  county,  re- 
turnable at  a  special  term  of  said  court  to  be  held  at  the 
county  judge's  office  at  Beaver  Dam,  December  27,  1887, 
and  that  said  order  to  show  cause  was  served  upon  Dr.  Cody, 
and  servic3  thereof  admitted  by  him,  although  be  was  at  the 
time  insane.  That  by  fraud  and  imposition^  the  defendant 
and  said  Tuttle  unlawfully  procured  from  said  county  court 
on  December  27,  1887,  an  order  whereby  Mr.  Sanborn  was 
directed  to  deed  to  the  doctor  all  said  real  estate,  and  the 
doctor  was  directed  to  deed  the  same  to  the  defendant,  and 
the  defendant  was  directed  to  execute  to  Tuttle  a  bond  and 
mortgage  in  the  penal  sum  of  $20,000  for  the  doctor's  sup- 
port during  the  doctor's  life,  and  Mr.  Sanborn  was  further 
directed  to  deliver  to  the  doctor  all  personal  property  in  his 
hands  as  guardian  ad  litem.  That  the  defendant  and  Tuttle 
procured  said  order  to  be  made  by  said  county  court  by 
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falsely  and  fraudulently  representing  that  the  doctor  was 
fully  competent  to  receive  and  hold  said  property,  and  that 
he  opposed  the  conveyance  to  a  trustee,  and  by  presenting 
to  said  court  false  affidavits  as  to  the  doctor's  condition, 
when  in  fact  the  doctor  was  insane.  That  no  notice  of  said 
proceeding  was  ever  given  to  either  of  the  plaintiffs  in  any 
way.  That  said  deed  and  the  bond  and  mortgage  were  all 
executed  according  to  said  order,  and  that  on  May  13,1893, 
the  defendant  fraudulently  procured  from  said  Tuttle  the 
satisfaction  of  said  mortgage,  and  recorded  the  same.  That 
Dr.  Cody  died  intestate  in  October,  1894,  being  then  an  in- 
mate of  the  Northern  Hospital  for  the  Insane.  That  the 
plaintiffs  had  no  knowledge  or  notice  of  the  two  deeds  or 
mortgage  until  within  a  year  of  the  commencement  of  this 
action,'nor  did  they  discover  the  facts  constituting  the  fraud 
until  within  said  year. 

The  relief  demanded  is  that  the  doctor's  deed  of  Janu- 
ary 28,  1888,  to  the  defendant,  and  the  mortgage  from  the 
•defendant  to  Tuttle  of  the  same,  be  declared  null  and  void, 
and  that  the  title  be  adjudged  to  have  been  in  the  doctor  at 
the  time  of  his  death,  and  to  be  now  in  his  four  children  and 
heirs  at  law,  and  that  the  defendant  account  for  the  rents, 
issues,  and  profits  of  said  real  estate. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Spooner^  Saiiborn 
i&  Spooner^  attorneys,  and  a  supplemental  brief  signed  also 
by  Burr  W,  Jonea^  of  counsel,  and  the  cause  was  argued 
orally  by  Mr,  A.  L.  Sanborn  and  Mr,  Jones. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Geo.  W.  cfe  H.  8. 
Birdy  and  oral  argument  by  Geo.  W.  Bird. 

WiNSLow,  J.  This  is  an  action  in  equity  brought  in  the 
circuit  court  for  Jefferson  county  to  set  aside  a  deed  and 
mortgage  of  certain  real  estate  which  had  been  made  in 
obedience  to  an  order  of  the  county  court  of  Dodge  county. 
It  is  not  attempted  in  this  action  to  set  aside  or  vacate  the 
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order  itself,  but  to  annul  the  acts  done  in  pursuance  of  the 
order,  while  leaving  the  order  itself  unreversed  and  unre- 
voked by  any  direct  proceeding.  It  is,  within  all  the  author- 
ities, «a  collateral  attack  upon  the  order.  The  principles 
which  govern  a  collateral  attack  upon  an  order  or  judgment 
of  a  court  are  well  stated  by  Mr.  Van  Fleet  in  his  work  upon 
Collateral  Attack  at  section  16,  as  follows:  "In  order  to 
make  a  judgment  void  collaterally,  either  (1)  a  legal  organ- 
ization of  the  tribunal,  or  (2)  jurisdiction  over  the  subject 
matter,  or  (3)  jurisdiction  over  the  person,  must  be  wanting, 
or  (4)  one  or  more  of  these  matters  must  have  been  lost  after 
it  once  existed."  We  understand  it  to  be  conceded  by  the 
counsel  for  the  plaintiffs  that  this  action  is  in  fact  a  collateral 
attack  upon  the  order  of  the  Dodge  county  court,  and  upon 
that  basis  he  argues,  with  his  usual  force  and  learning,  that 
there  was  a  lack  of  jurisdiction,  both  of  the  person  and  of 
the  subject  matter,  in  that  court  when  the  order  in  question 
was  made. 

The  Dodge  county  court  was  not  a  mere  probate  court 
when  this  order  was  made.  It  had  been  endowed  with  lim- 
ited civil  jurisdiction,  in  addition  to  the  ordinary  probate 
powers.  By  sec.  2465,  E.  S.  1878,  as  amended  by  sec.  l,ch. 
31,  Laws  of  1879,  it  was  given  powers  and  jurisdiction  in  all 
civil  actions  and  proceedings  in  law  and  equity  (with  certain 
exceptions  not  necessary  to  be  stated)  concurrent  with  and 
equal  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  circuit  court,  when  the 
amount  in  controversy  does  not  exceed  $25,000.  The  gen- 
eral provisions  of  law  relating  to  circuit  courts,  and  to  ci\'il 
actions  and  proceedings  therein,  are  applicable  to  said  county 
court.  E.  S.  1878,  gee.  2466.  Under  these  provisions  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  within  the  prescribed  limits  the  county 
court  of  Dodge  county  possesses  concurrent  and  equal  juris- 
diction and  powers  over  civil  actions  and  proceedings,  with 
the  circuit  court.  Platto  v.  Dexister^  22  Wis.  482;  Geisev. 
Greene,  49  Wis.  334;  Am,  L.  <&  T,  Co.  v.  Bond,  91  Wis.  204. 
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By  virtue  of  the  judgment  in  the  divorce  action,  the  title 
to  the  real  estate  in  controversy  had  been  vested  in  Mr. 
Sanborn,  charged  with  a  trust  duty,  or  a  power  in  trust  (it 
is  immaterial  which),  to  be  executed  as  directed  by  the  county 
court  of  Dodge  county.  Now,  had  the  judgment  directed 
that  the  trust  or  power  should  be  executed  under  the  com- 
mand of  the  circuit  court  for  Dodge  county,  we  think  that 
no  contention  would  be  raised  as  to  the  jurisdiction  of  that 
court  to  act  in  the  matter  upon  proper  application.  The 
general  jurisdiction  of  the  circuit  courts  over  the  execution 
of  trusts  and  powers  of  all  classes,  is  undeniable,  and  is  not 
limited  by  county  lines,  and  the  provision  that  this  trust  or 
power  should  be  performed  under  the  direction  of  the  cir- 
cuit court  of  a  certain  county  would  not  confer  jurisdiction 
upon  that  court,  but  simply  operate  as  a  command  to  the 
guardian  ad  litem  to  invoke  the  already  existing  power  and 
jurisdiction  of  the  designated  court  to  direct  his  action. 
Such  being  the  law  with  reference  to  the  circuit  court,  no 
reason  is  perceived  why  the  same  power  and  jurisdiction 
did  not  exist  in  the  county  court  of  Dodge  county,  there 
being  no  claim  that  the  property  in  question  exceeded  in 
value  the  legal  limit  of  jurisdiction  of  that  court.  These 
considerations  seem  to  settle  the  question  as  to  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  subject  matter. 

As  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  person,  we  can  perceive  no 
serious  question.  All  the  persons  who  had  any  legal  inter- 
est in  the  matter  were  before  the  court  when  the  order  was 
made.  The  guardian  ad  litem  was  there,  moving  the  court 
to  act  as  it  was  his  clear  duty  to  do  under  the  divorce  judg- 
ment. The  deceased.  Dr.  Cody,  who  owned  the  beneficial 
interest  in  the  property  and  for  whose  benefit  alone  the 
entire  proceeding  was  devised,  was  duly  served  upon,  be- 
sides being  in  fact  represented  by  his  guardian  ad  litem  in 
the  divorce  action,  who  was  acting  in  his  interest.  The  di- 
vorced wife  had  no  interest  in,  or  lien  upon,  the  property. 
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She  had  been  awarded -$4,000,  as  permanent  alimony  and  in 
lieu  of  dower,  in  the  divorce  action.  The  children  had  no 
legal  interest,  as  probable  heirs  at  law,  prior  to  the  death  of 
their  father.  So  it  is  not  perceived  that  any  other  person 
or  persons  had  any  legal  right  to  notice  of  the  proceedings. 
The  principle  laid  down  in  the  cases  of  Mohr  v.  Porter^  51 
Wis.  487,  and  Mohr  v.  Manierre^  101  CT.  S.  417,  is  applicable. 

As  to  the  numerous  allegations  charging  fraud  and  impo- 
sition on  the  part  of  William  G.  Cody^  both  upon  his  father, 
upon  Mr.  Sanborn,  and  upon  the  court,  it  is  very  plain  that 
none  of  them  can  affect  the  question  of  jurisdiction.  A  judg- 
ment may  be  procured  by  the  grossest  fraud,  and  yet  be 
within  the  undoubted  jurisdiction  of  the  court  which  ren- 
ders it.  Upon  collateral  attack,  the  question  is  not  whether 
the  judgment  was  obtained  by  fraud,  but  whether  it  was 
rendered  without  jurisdiction. 

But  it  is  claimed  that  the  order  of  the  Dodge  county 
court  was  void  because  not  made  at  the  county  seat  of  the 
<30unty^  but  at  the  chambers  of  the  judge  in  another  city. 
(R.  S.  1878,  sec.  2440.)  The  complaint  charges,  in  several 
places,  that  the  proceeding  was  before  the  "county  court  of 
Dodge  county,"  and  that  the  order  was  made  by  the  "  county 
cburt."  'Having  charged  that  the  order  was  made  by  the 
court,  it  is  perhaps  doubtful  whether  this  question  is  open, 
because,  if  the  contention  is  well  founded,  then  the  act  was 
not  the  act  oi  the  court  at  all.  But  the  statute  (R.  S.  1878, 
sec.  2471)  expressly  provides  that  the  county  judge  may  ad- 
journ any  term  of  the  court  to  his  office,  or  to  some  other 
suitable  place,  when  the  court  cannot  be  conveniently  held 
at  the  court  house  on  account  of  the  sitting  of  the  circuit 
court,  "or  for  any  other  cause."  This  certainly  gives  the 
county  judge  ample  discretionary  power  to  hold  court  at  bis 
office,  as  was  done  here.  He  would  seem  to  be  the  sole 
judge  of  the  sufficiency  of  the  cause  for  doing  so. 

Our'  conclusion  is  that  upon  this  complaint  the  order  of 


Wis.]  JANUAUT  TEEM,  1898.  45a 

Teweles  vs,  Lins  and  another. 

the  county  court  cannot  be  collaterally  attacked,  and,  conse- 
quently, that  the  demurrer  should  have  been  sustained. 

It  is  due  to  Mr.  A.  L.  Sanborn,  who  is  a  highly-respected 
member  of  the  Dane  county  bar,  to  state  that  the  complaint 
does  not  in  any  way  charge  him  with  any  improper  action 
in  the  entire  proceeding. 

By  the  Court. —  Order  reversed,  and  action  remanded  with 
directions  to  sustain  the  demurrer. 


Tkweles,  Appellant,  vs.  Lins  and  another,  Respondents. 

January  18— February  8, 1898, 

Attachment.  (1)  Traverse  of  affidavit:  Assignee  for  ben^t  of  creditors. 
(2)  Order:  Appeal:  Exceptions,  (d)  Dissolution  as  topaH  of  claim, 
(4)  Adjusting  cross  demands, 

1.  The  traverse  of  an  affidavit  for  attachment  by  both  the  debtor  and 
his  assignee  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  is  held  sufficient. 

2l  The  determination  of  the  court  on  the  issue  raised  by  the  traverse 
of  an  affidavit  for  attachment  is  an  order,  and  may  be  reviewed 
on  a  direct  appeal  therefrom  without  any  exception  to  it  having 
been  taken. 

3b  An  attachment  issued  on  the  ground  that  defendant  had  fraudu- 
lently contracted  the  indebtedness  to  plaintiff,  may  be  sustained 

/  as  to  a  part  of  such  indebtedness  and  dissolved  as  to  the  remain- 
der. 

4.  Cross  demands  between  the  parties  cannot  be  established  and  ad- 
justed on  the  trial  of  the  issue  raised  by  the  traverse  of  an  affidavit 
for  attachment 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Waukesha 
county:  Warham  Parks,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed, 

This  was  an  action  brought  by  the  plaintiff  for  the  recov- 
ery of  a  money  demand  against  the  defendant,  in  which  an 
attachment  was  issued  and  executed  against  the  defendant's 
property.    The  amount  of  the  debt  was  stated  in  the  affi- 
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davit  for  attachment  at  $1,800,  over  and  above  all  legal  set- 
offs, and  that  it  was  due  on  express  contract.  The  ground 
for  the  attachment  was  stated  to  be  that  the  plaintiff  had 
good  reason  to  believe,  and  verily  did  believe,  that  the  de- 
fendant, LinSj  was  about  fraudulently  to  convey  away,  sell, 
and  conceal  his  property,  with  intent  to  cheat  and  defraud 
his  creditors,  and  that  the  defendant  fraudulently  contracted 
the  debt  upon  which  the  affidavit  was  founded,  intending 
then,  at  such  time,  to  cheat  and  defraud  the  plaintiff  thereof. 
The  defendant  made  a  general  assignment  for  the  benefit  of 
•creditors  to  A.  J.  Frame^  and  the  defendant  and  his  said 
assignee  both  traversed  the  affidavit  for  the  attachment,  as 
to  the  grounds  alleged  therefor. 

The  issue  so  joined  was  duly  tried  before  the  court,  and  it 
was  found:  (1)  That  no  representations  of  solvency  were 
made  by  the  defendant,  whereby  the  credit  for  the  sum  of 
$1,046.10  was  obtained  by  the  defendant  from  the  plaintiff. 
(2)  That  September  9, 1895,  the  defendant  obtained  from  the 
plaintiff  the  sum  of  $750,  upon  the  representation  that  he 
(the  defendant)  had  large  amounts  of  grain  in  his  warehouse 
at  Eagle,  Wisconsin,  which  he  would  consign  to  the  plaintiff 
in  consideration  of  such  advance;  that  in  truth  and  in  fact 
he  had  no  such  amount  of  grain  in  such  warehouse  as  he  rep- 
resented to  the  plaintiff;  that  the  value  of  the  grain  so  had 
and  possessed  by  the  defendant  was  less  than  $300;  that 
the  representations  so  made  by  the  defendant  were  with  in- 
tent to  deceive  the  plaintiff,  and  that  the  plaintiff  believed 
in  and  trusted  in  the  representations  so  made,  by  reason 
•ivhereof  he  advanced  to  the  defendant  $750.  (3)  That  the 
plaintiff  was  deceived  thereby.  (4)  That  the  defendant  had 
stored  in  the  possession  of  the  plaintiff  a  lot  of  wool,  upon 
which  the  plaintiff  had  advanced  moneys,  the  said  moneys 
being  a  part  and  parcel  of  said  sum  of  $1,046.10;  that  the 
net  product  of  said  wool  was  $548.03;  that  plaintiff  was  en- 
titled to  apply  said  sura  upon  the  payment  of  said  sum  of 
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^$1,046.10.  (5)  That  after  the  levy  of  the  attachment,  and 
before  the  assignment  for  the  benefit  of  his  creditors  by  said 
J.  A.  LinSy  he  shipped  and  consigned  to  the  plaintiff  a  car 
load  of  oats  and  a  car  of  barley,  which  were  sold  by  the 
plaintiff,  and  produced  the  net  sum  of  $239.84,  which  sum 
of  money  the  plaintiff  now  holds  and  possesses,  and  which 
should  be  applied  in  satisfaction  of  said  sum  of  $760.  (6)  That 
there  was  due  the  plaintiff  from  the  defendant,  at  the  time 
of  the  making  of  the  affidavit  for  attachment  herein,  the  sum 
of  $1,796.10. 

The  court  found  as  conclusions  of  law :  (1)  That  the  alle- 
gations of  the  attachment  as  to  the  sum  of  $1,046.10  are  not 
proven.  (2)  That  the  allegations  of  the  affidavit  for  attach- 
ment as  to  the  sum  of  $750  were  fully  proven,  and  that  the 
plaintiff  have  judgment  therefor,  together  with  his  costs  and 
disbursements.  Wherefore  it  is  ordered  that  said  attachment 
be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  sustained,  in  the  sum  of  $750; 
that  there  should  be  credited  upon  said  sum  the  amount  of 
$239.84;  that  said  attachment  be  not  sustained  as  to  the  sum 
of  $1,046.10,  but  that  plaintiff  retain  and  apply  upon  said 
amount  the  sum  of  $548.03,  the  product  of  the  sale  of  the 
wool ;  and  that  the  plaintiff  recover  the  costs  of  the  attach- 
ment, taxed  and  allowed  at  $557.10. 

It  does  ndt  appear  that  there  was  any  trial  as  to  the  merits 
of  the  demand  upon  which  the  suit  was  brought.  At  the 
close  of  the  testimony  the  court  made  the  order  hereinbe- 
fore set  forth,  sustaining  the  attachment  as  to  the  $750,  and 
<Jissolving  it  as  to  the  remaining  sum  of  $1,046.10;  the  de- 
fendant having  asked  "  for  an  order  sustaining  the  attach- 
ment as  aforesaid,  which  motion  was  granted  in  part,  and 
4enied  in  part,"  and  to  which  exception  was  taken.  The 
plaintiff,  appealed  from  the  part  of  the  judgment  or  order  in 
favor  of  the  defendant,  dismissing  the  attachment. 

Henry  TF.  Dunlop^  for  the  appellant. 

For  the  respondent  Frame  there  was  a  brief  by  Ryan  & 
Merlon^  and  oral  argument  by  i?.  N,  Austin  and  E,  Merlon. 
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PiNNEY,  J.  1.  Some  question  was  made  at  the  argument 
as  to  the  sutflciency  of  the  traverse  of  the  affidavit,  and  of 
the  right  of  the  defendant's  assignee  to  join  in  the  same^ 
but  no  question  appears  to  have  been  made  in  that  respect 
in  the  court  below.  In  Eureka  Steam  Heating  Co,  v,  Slote- 
man,  67  Wis.  119,  it  was  held  that,  where  both  the  assignor 
and  his  assignee  for  the  benefit  of  creditors  appear  and 
traverse  the  affidavit  for  an  attachment  in  an  action  against 
the  former,  the  plaintifif  is  in  no  way  prejudiced  by  the 
order  making  the  assignee  a  party  defendant  and  permit- 
ting him  to  traverse  the  affidavit.  The  traverse  must  there- 
fore be  held  sufficient.  The  defendant  had  a  right  to  traverse 
the  affidavit,  notwithstanding  he  had  made  an  assignment 
of  his  property  for  the  benefit  of  his  creditors.  Keith  v. 
Armstrong,  65  Wis.  225.  But,  upon  the  traverse  of  an  affi- 
davit for  an  attachment,  neither  the  alleged  liability,  nor 
the  amount  thereof,  can  be  denied.  R.  S.  1878,  sec.  2745; 
Zittlejohn  v.  Jacobs,  66  Wis.  600.  The  so-called  judgment^ 
from  a  part  of  which  the  appeal  was  taken,  was  a  mere 
order,  and  subject  to  appeal  only  as  such.  R.  S.  1878,  sec. 
2746. 

2.  The  finding  upon  the  trial  of  the  traverse  was  confined 
to  the  cause  alleged  for  the  attachment,  namely,  whether 
the  indebtedness  of  the  defendant  to  the  plaintiff  was  fraud- 
ulently contracted;  and  there  was  no  finding  as  to  the  alle- 
gation that  Zins,  the  defendant,  was  about  fraudulently  to 
convey  away,  sell,  and  conceal  his  property,  with  intent  to 
cheat  and  defraud  his  creditors.  The  case,  in  that  respect,, 
appears  to  have  wholly  failed.  The  bill  of  exceptions  does 
not  contain  sufficient  evidence  to  warrant  a  finding  in  sup- 
port of  such  cause. 

The  issue  in  respect  to  whether  the  debt  was  fraudulently 
contracted  extended  to  the  entire  indebtedness  of  $1,800 
stated  in  the  affidavit.  We  perceive  no  reason  for  holding 
that  the  cause  for  attachment  in  such  case  is  not,  so  to  speak,, 
divisible, —  that  it  may  be  proved  and  found  to  have  existed 
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as  to  part  of  the  debt,  and  not  as  to  the  remainder,  as  in  the 
present  case.  The  court  sustained  the  attachment  as  to  the 
sura  of  $750,  and  ordered  that  it  be  not  sustained  as  to  the 
sum  of  $1,046.10;  finding  that  the  allegations  of  the  attach- 
ment as  to  the  sum  of  $1,046.10  were  not  proven,  but  wero 
fully  proven  as  to  the  said  sum  of  $750. 

The  finding  embraces  cross  demands  between  the  parties,, 
but  there  is  no  finding  as  to  the  amount  due  to  the  plaintiff 
upon  the  cause  of  action  upon  which  he  sued,  nor  was  any 
judgment  given  on  that  question.  It  was  not  within  the 
scope  of  the  issue  under  the  traverse  to  establish  or  adjust 
the  cross  demands  mentioned  in  the  finding.  These  ques- 
tions could  only  properly  be  investigated  and  determined 
upon  the  trial  of  the  issue  as  to  the  merits  in  respect  to  the 
plaintiff's  cause  of  action. 

3.  The  evidence  fully  sustains  the  allegation  of  the  affi- 
davit that  the  plaintiflfs  debt,  as  to  the  sum  of  $750,  was 
fraudulently  contracted.  The  objective  point  of  the  plaint- 
iff's appeal  appears  to 'be  that  part  of  the  order  made  in 
favor  of  the  defendant  dismissing  the  attachment  as  to  the 
$1,046.10.  The  finding,  as  well  as  the  evidence  given  at  the 
trial,  is  decisive  to  show  that  as  to  said  sum  of  $1,046.10 
the  attachment  should  not  have  been  sustained;  and  to  that 
extent  it  was  properly  dismissed,  although  rightly  sustained 
as  to  the  sura  of  $750.  The  portion  of  the  order  appealed 
from  by  the  plaintiff  must  be  affirmed,  and,  as  it  is  an  appeal 
from  a  mere  order,  no  exception  to  the  order  for  that  pur- 
pose was  necessary.  Williams  v.  Holmes^  7  Wis.  168;  TuUbs 
V,  DoUj  15  Wis.  640;  Dunbar  v.  Ilollinshead,  10  Wis.  505; 
Z.  A.  Skakman  &  Co.  v.  Koch,  93  Wis.  598;  E.  S.  1878,  sec. 
3069,  subd.  3. 

By  the  Court —  The  part  of  the  order  of  the  circuit  court 
appealed  from  is  affirmed. 
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OoRDON  and  others,  Eespondents,  vs.  Harley,  Garnishee, 

Appellant. 

January  19  — February  8, 1898. 

I 

Voluntary  assignment:  Preferences:  Fraud, 

Under  sec.  1693a,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats,  (providing  that  ail  assignments 
for  the  benefit  of  creditors  which  give  preferences,  except  for 
wages  of  laborers,  servants,  and  employees,  earned  within  six 
months  prior  thereto,  shall  be  void),  a  manifest  purpose  on  the  part 
of  an  assignor,  in  giving  preferences  to  his  daughter  and  minor 
son,  to  bestow  upon  them  a  bounty  in  excess  of  the  wages  earned 
by  them  within  six  months  prior  to  the  assignment^  or  at  all,  ren- 
ders the  assignment  void. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dodge 
county :  Warham  Parks,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed.         ^ 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Burke  cfe  Bdbcock^ 
and  oral  argument  by  Michael  E.  Burke. 

G.  F.  Mai'tiuy  for  the  respondents.- 

Cassoday,  C.  J.  It  appears  from  the  record  that  Decem- 
ber 9j  1895,  one  Max  Eoth  made  a  voluntary  assignment  for 
the  benefit  of  his  creditors  to  the  defendant  Harley;  that  in 
and  by  such  assignment  the  assignee  was  required  to  first 
pay  all  and  singular  the  debts  and  demands  set  forth  and 
enumerated  in  a  schedule  thereunto  annexed,  marked  "  Sched- 
ule C,"  the  same  being  wages  due  to  laborers,  servants,  and 
employees  of  the  assignor,  Max  Eoth,  earned  within  six 
months  prior  to  the  date  thereof,  and  after  the  payment  in 
full  of  all  the  debts  designated  in  Schedule  C,  in  the  man- 
ner so  directed,  then,  by  and  with  the  residue  and  remainder 
of  the  net  proceeds  of  the  estate,  to  pay  all  other  indebted- 
ness of  the  assignor  pro  rata  and  without  preferences;  that 
Schedule  C,  so  referred  to  in  the  assignment,  gave  as  "Class 
No.  1  —  Minnie  Eoth,  for  work,  labor,  and  services  as  a 
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clerk,  six  months,  at  $15  per  week,  for  twenty-seven  weeks, 
$405 ;  Julius  Eoth,  for  work,  labor,  and  services  as  a  clerk, 
for  six  months,  at  $12  per  week,  for  twenty-seven  weeks, 
$324;"  that  Barley  thereupon  qualified  as  required  by  law, 
xind  entered  upon  the  discharge  of  his  duties  as  such  assignee ; 
that  December  31,  1895,  the  plaintiffs  commenced  an  action 
upon  an  account  in  the  circuit  court  against  Max  Roth  to 
recover  $220,  and  at  the  same  time  garnished  the  defend- 
ant Harley;  that  Harley^  as  such  garnishee,  answered,  de- 
nying all  liability,  and  justified  under  the  assignment;  that 
the  plaintiffs  elected  to  take  issue  with  such  answer,  which 
was  in  due  form;  that  February  11,  1896,  the  'plaintiffs  re- 
covered judgment  in  the  principal  action  against  Max  Eoth 
-for  $247.69;  that  subsequently  such  issue  in  the  garnishee 
action  was  tried  by  the  court. 

At  the  close  of  the  trial  the  court  found,  in  effect,  as  mat- 
ters of  fact  in  addition  to  the  facts  stated,  that  in  and  by 
the  assignment  and  Schedule  C  thereto  attached  Max  Roth 
attempted  to  prefer  his  daughter  Minnie  Eoth  and  minor 
son  Julius  Eoth  as  preferred  creditors,  for  labor  performed 
by  them ;  that  in  and  by  such  pretended  preferences  more 
than  six  months'  time  was  included  in  the  amount  which  the 
assignee  was  directed  to  pay  to  each  of  said  children ;  that 
during  the  entire  time  Max  Eoth  owned  the  stock  of  goods, 
etc.,  delivered  to  Harley^ —  which  was  about  six  months, — 
the  average  sales  per  day  were  not  much,  if  any,  in  excess 
of  five  dollars;  that  the  services  of  the  son  and  daughter 
were  not  worth  to  exceed  one  half  the  amount  so  preferred 
to  them ;  that  the  sums  so  preferred  and  directed  to  be  paid 
by  the  assignee  were  greatly  in  excess,  and,  in  fact,  double, 
the  amount  due  them;  that  at  the  time  of  the  service  of  the 
garnishee  summons  said  Harley  was  indebted  to,  or  had  in 
his  possession  and  under  his  control  personal  property,  effects, 
and  accounts  belonging  to,  Max  Eoth,  with  no  lien  or  inter- 
est therein,  to  the  amount  of  $1,058.30  in  cash,  and  accounts 
of  a  nominal  amount. 
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As  conclusions  of  law  the  court  found,  in  eflfect,  that  JSTar- 
ley  was  liable  as  garnishee  to  the  plaintiffs  Jn  the  sum  of 
$247.69;  that  the  plaintiffs  were  entitled  to  have  said  judg- 
ment paid;  that  the  pretended  assignment  was  fraudulent 
and  void  as  to  the  plaintiffs;  and  judgment  was  therein  or- 
dered in  favor  of  the  plaintiffs  accordingly. 

From  the  judgment  so  entered  the  garnishee  appeals. 

The  statute  provides,  in  effect,  that  any  and  all  assign- 
ments which  contain  or  give  any  preference  to  one  creditor 
over  another  creditor,  except  for  the  wages  of  laborers,  serv- 
ants, and  employees  earned  within  six  months  prior  thereto, 
shall  be  void.  Sec.  1693a,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.  That  statute 
was  considered  in  (Jonlee  Lumber  Co,  v.  Hipon  Z.  c&  Mfg.  Co, 
66  Wis.  481.  It  was  there  held  that  "  a  mere  mistake  in  giv- 
ing preference  to  the  whole  claim  of  a  creditor,  when  apart 
only  might  lawfully  be  preferred,  will  not  invalidate  an  as- 
signment." A  father  may,  it  is  true,  emancipate  his  minor 
son,  and  relinquish  all  right  to  his  subsequent  earnings. 
Monaghan  v.  School  DiM,  38  Wis.  100.  So  a  father  may,. 
undoubtedly,  employ  his  adult  children;  and,  in  making  an 
assignment  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  may,  within  the  lim- 
its of  the  statute  cited,  prefer  them  and  other  employees  for 
his  indebtedness  to  them  for  such  services,  earned  within  six 
months  prior  to  making  the  assignment.  But  this  exception 
in  the  statute  cannot  be  lawfully  used  as  a  cover  to  prefer 
such  servants  for  grossly  extravagant  wages,  nor  for  wages 
earned  more  than  six  months  prior  to  the  making  of  the 
assignment. 

According  to  the  findings  of  the  trial  court,  there  was 
a  manifest  purpose,  in  giving  the  preferences,  to  bestow  a 
bounty  on  the  assignor's  children  in  excess  of  their  wages 
earned  within  six  months, —  or  earned  at  all.  Such  findings 
appear  to  be  supported' by  the  evidence;  certainly  we  would 
not  be  justified  in  disturbing  them  upon  this  appeal.  Upon 
such  state  of  facts,  the  statute  declares  that  the  assignment 
shall  be  void.     We  have  no  more  authority  to  extend  the  time 
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msntioned  in  the  statute  one  week  than  we  have  to  extend 
it  one  month  or  one  year,  nor  have  we  any  authority  to  en- 
large such  right  of  preference  so  as  to  include  wages  not 
earned  at  all,  much  less  not  earned  within  the  period  desig- 
nated. 

By  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


Trkloab,  Administrator,  Appellant,  vs.  Osborne,  Respondent. 

January  19  —  February  8, 1898, 

Appeal:  Exceptums  to  findings, 

A  finding  of  the  trial  court  cannot  be  reviewed  on  appeal  unless  an 
exception  thereto  is  contained  in  the  bill  of  exceptions. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Iowa 
<5onnty :  Geo.  Clementson,  Circuit  judge.    Affirmed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Byan  dk  Merton^ 
-and  oral  argument  by  E.  Merion. 

Aldiro  Jenka^  for  the  respondent. 

PiNNEY,  J.  This  action  was  brought  to  enforce  a  liability 
against  the  defendant,  under  sec.  1773,  R.  S.  1878,  as  a  stock- 
holder in  a  corporation  which  had  transacted  business  with 
the  plaintiff's  intestate,  and  had  given  her  its  promissory  note 
for  $1,400,  before  one  half  of  its  capital  stock  had  been  sub- 
scribed, and  before  twenty  per  cent,  thereof  had  been  actu- 
ally paid  in,  as  prescribed  by  said  section.  The  answer  put 
in  issue  all  the  allegations  of  the  complaint,  and  there  was 
a  trial  before  the  court  without  a  jury.  The  court  found 
that  the  allegations  of  the  complaint  were  not  sustained  by 
the  proof,  and  that  the  defendant  was  entitled  to  judgment 
•dismissing  the  plaintiff's  complaint,  with  costs.  Judgment 
was  perfected  accordingly,  from  which  the  plaintiff  appealed. 
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A  bill  of  exceptions  was  settled,  but  it  did  not  contain  any 
written  exception  tb  the  finding  of  the  court.  Exceptions  to 
the  finding,  to  be  avaiilable  on  appeal,  must  be  inserted  ia 
the  bill  of  exceptions.  R.  S.  1878,  sec.  2875 ;  Cramer  v.  Hana- 
fordj  53  Wis.  85.  Otherwise  the  sufficiency  of  the  evidence 
to  sustain  the  finding  cannot  be  inquired  into  on  appeal  from 
the  judgment.  Sauhville  v,  Grafton^  68  Wis.  192.  In  the 
absence  of  such  exceptions,  the  only  question  for  considera- 
tion will  be  whether  the  pleadings  and  findings  warrant  and 
support  the  judgment.  Mead  v.  Chippewa  Co.  il  Wis.  205; 
Wis.  River  Imp.  Co.  v.  Lyons^  30  Wis.  61 ;  Thomas  v.  Mitchell^ 
.27  Wis.  414.  In  the  absence  of  any  proper  exception  to  the 
finding,  its  correctness  cannot  be  reviewed  on  this  appeal, 
and  the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  must  therefore  be  af- 
firmed. 

By  the  Court. —  It  is  so  ordered  accordingly. 


Fischer,  Respondent,  vs.  Schultz  and  another,  Appellants- 
January/  19  —  February  8, 1898. 
Fraudulent  conveyances:  Evidence:  Homestead:  Selection:  Waiver. 

1.  Plaintiff  commenced  a  tort  action  against  the  owner  of  a  farm,  in 

which  she  recovered  judgment.  Before  the  action  was  brought 
to  trial  the  defendant  conveyed  the  farm  without  consideration  to 
his  minor  son.  who  lived  with  him  on  the  farm,  by  a  deed  dated 
three  years  before  it  was  executed  and  acknowledged.  At  the 
same  time  the  son  executed  and  delivered  to  his  father  a  convey- 
ance of  the  premises,  in  form  a  warranty  deed,  but  in  fact  a  mort- 
gage to  secure  the  payment  of  a  note  for  $2,000.  A  finding  that 
the  conveyance  to  the  son  was  fraudulent  and  void  as  to  the 
"plaintiff,  is  Tield  to  be  sustained  by  the  evidence. 

2.  In  an  action  to  set  aside  as  fraudulent  a  conveyance  of  land,  part 

of  which  was  a  homestead,  and  to  subject  the  land  to  the  lien  of 
plaintiff's  execution,  the  debtor  by  failing  to  make  selection  of  his 
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homestead  or  to  claim  any  specific  part  of  the  land  as  such  in  hi& 
answer,  waived  his  statutory  right  of  selection;  and  it  thereupon 
became  the  duty  of  the  court,  in  order  to  prevent  further  litigation, 
to  set  oft  a  homestead  for  him. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dodge 
county :  Wakham  Parks,  Circuit  Judge.  Affirmed, 
•  This  is  an  action  to  set  aside  a  deed  of  a  farm  consisting 
of  seventy-three  acres,  made  by  William  F.  Schultz  to  his 
son,  Charles  R,  Schultz^  on  the  ground  that  the  same  was 
fraudulent  as  to  the  plaintiff. 

On  the  trial  it  appeared  that  in  September,  1893,  the 
plaintiff  commenced  an  action  of  tort  against  the  defendant 
TT.  F,  Schultz^  and  recovered  judgment  thereon  in  November, 
1894,  for  $1,000  damages,  and  costs,  and  that  execution  was 
issued  on  said  judgment,  and  returned  unsatisfied ;  that  at 
the  time  of  the  commencement  of  said  action  TF.  F,  Schultz 
owned  a  farm  of  seventy -three  acres  of  land  in  Dodge  county, 
and  had  owned  and  occupied  the  same  for  many  years;  that 
at  said  time  the  defendant  G.  li.  Schtdtz^  his  son,  who  was 
then  between  nineteen  and  twenty  years  of  age,  lived  with 
his  father  upon  said  land ;  that  on  the  10th  day  of  Novem- 
ber, 1893,  William  F.  Schultz  executed  a  deed  of  all  said 
land  to  said  Chai^les  E,  Schultz^  which  deed  was  dated  No- 
vember 1,  1890,  but  was  acknowledged  and  executed  Novem- 
ber 10,  1893.  At  the  same  time  Charles  R.  Schultz  executed 
and  delivered  to  his  father  a  conveyance  of  the  same  prem- 
ises, which  was  in  form  a  warranty  deed,  but  was  in  fact 
given  to  secure  a  note  of  $2,000,  payable  ten  years  after 
November  1,  1800,  with  interest  at  five  per  cent,  thereon. 

The  circuit  court  found  that  the  deed  and  mortgage  were 
not  made  in  good  faith,  and  that  no  consideration  was  ever 
given  for  the  deed,  and  that  said  deed  and  mortgage  were 
made  with  intent  to  defraud  the  creditors  of  William  F, 
Schultz,  and  for  the  special  purpose  of  defeating  any  judg- 
ment which  the  plaintiff  might  obtain.    The  court  further 
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found  that  the  soath  forty  acres  constituted  the  homestead 
of  William  F.  Schultz,  and  set  aside  the  transfer  of  all  that 
part  of  the  premises  not  included  in  the  homestead. 

From  this  judgment  the  defendants  appeal. 

For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Malane  i&  Bach- 
huher,  and  oral  argument  by  J.  E.  Maloiie. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  Lewis  <&  Lewis. 

WiNSLow,  J.  Careful  perusal  of  the  evidence  satisfies  us 
that  the  findings  of  the  circuit  court  to  the  effect  that  the 
deed  of  the  farm  made  by  the  father  to  his  son  was  fraudu- 
lent and  void  because  made  without  consideration  and  for 
the  purpose  of  defeating  the  plaintiff  in  the  collection  of 
any  judgment  which  he  might  obtain,  are  entirely  justified 
by  the  evidence.  This  being  so,  the  only  question  remain- 
ing is  as  to  the  homestead. 

The  farm  was  composed  of  seventy-three  acres  of  land, 
being  one  forty  and  the  north  thirty-three  acres  of  another 
forty  adjoining  it  on  the  south.  The  buildings  were  located 
upon  the  south  thirty-three  acres.  The  defendant  William 
testifies  that  in  November,  1890,  he  made  an  oral  arrangement 
with  his  SQU  to  deed  the  land  to  him  (his  son  being  then  six- 
teen years  of  age),  and  that  the  deed  made  in  November, 
1893,  was  simply  an  execution  of  this  parol  agreement ;  that 
when  the  parol  agreement  was  made  he  {JWilliam)  stated 
that  the  east  forty  acres  —  that  is,  a  long  strip  of  land  off 
the  east  side  of  the  seventy -three  acres  —  was  his  homestead. 
There  was  never  anything  done  to  indicate  this  alleged  selec- 
tion in  any  way.  The  fact  is  that  the  east  strip  so  claimed 
comprises  the  most  valuable  part  of  the  land,  the  west  part 
being  low  and  swampy.  There  was  no  other  evidence  of 
selection  of  homestead  at  any  time.  The  story  is  improba- 
ble on  its  face,  because  there  was  nothing  to  call  for  a  selec- 
tion at  that  time,  and  the  trial  judge  evidently  disbelieved  this 
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testimony,  as  he  disbelieved  the  entire  testimony  with  regard 
to  the  supposed  parol  contract.  He  was  entirely  justified 
in  such  conclusion  by  the  evidence.  The  findings,  in  effect, 
negative  the  alleged  selection. 

After  the  defendant  William  had  thus  conveyed  his  entire 
farm,  he  never  attempted  to  make  any  selection,  nor  in  his 
answer  did  he  claim  any  specific  forty  as  his  homestead.  In 
this  situation  it  was  plainly  the  duty  of  the  court  to  put  at 
rest  the  whole  matter  in  controversy  so  far  as  it  could  be 
done,  and  prevent  further  litigation.  The  purpose  of  the 
action  is  to  subject  the  land,  or  some  part  of  it,  to  the  levy 
of  the  plaintiflfs  execution,  and  the  judgment  would  be 
plainly  imperfect  and  defective  if  it  decided  that  a  part  of 
the  land  was  subject  to  levy,  but  did  not  decide  which  part. 
The  claimant  of  the  homestead  having  failed  to  make  his 
selection  or  make  any  specific  claim  in  his  pleadings,  we 
think  it  became  the  duty  of  the  court  to  fix  the  homestead 
right,  on  the  ground  that  the  claimant  had  waived  his  stat- 
utory right  of  selection. 

By  the  Court —  Judgment  aflBrmed. 


Ds  Momas,  Respondent,  vs.  Wilbub  Lumbbb  CoMPAiirr,  imp.,     rgg  4661 

Appellant.  '"«"»' 


January  19— Februarys,  1898, 

Liens  upon  logs  and  lumber:  Upon  what  enforceable:  Undertaking  on 
attachment:  Bona  Repurchaser:  Action,  at  law  or  equity  f  Time 
of  filing  daink 

1.  In  an  action  in  the  circuit  court  to  enforce  a  statutory  lien  for  work 
on  logs,  timber,  and  lumber,  an  undertaking  on  attachment,  under 
sea  5,  ch.  189,  Laws  of  1891,  is  not  required,  unless  ordered  by  the 
circuit  court  or  judge  on  ten  days'  notice  of  the  application  there- 
for  to  the  person  who  sued  out  the  writ  of  attachment 
Vol.  98— 80 
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2l  a  person  holding  a  lienable  claim  under  the  laws  of  this  state,  for 
work  done  on  logs,  timber,  or  lumber,  mav  enforce  collection  of 
the  entire  claim  out  of  any  part  of  the 'property  subject  to  such 
lien. 

8.  Where  a  person,  without  notice,  actual  or  constructive,  of  the  exist- 
ence of  lienable  claims  on  logs,  timber,  or  lufnber,  under  the  stat- 
utes of  this  state,  buys  such  property  in  the  regular  course  of 
trade,  pays  full  value  therefor,  transports  the  same-  at  considerable 
expense  for  freight  charges  from  the  place  of  manufacture,  and 
thereby  enhances  its  market  value,  he  is  not,  by  reason  of  the 
facts,  entitled  to  protection  as  a  bona  fide  purchaser  or  otherwise, 
against  the  lien  claim,  because  sees.  1,  4  of  the  lien  law  of  1S91 
provide  that  the  lien  claim  shall  take  precedence  of  all  claims, 
liens,  or  incumbrances  created  on,  or  sales  made  of,  the  property, 
either  before  or  after  the  doing  of  the  lienable  work,  and  that  no 
purchase  of  the  property,  within  the  time  for  filing  the  lien  claim, 
shall  prejudice  the  rights  of  the  claimant 

4  Actions  to  enforce  liens  for  labor  on  logs  and  timber  are  actions  at 
law. 

6.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  lien  law,  to  the  effect  that  for  work 
done  between  the  1st  day  of  November  and  the  1st  day  of  May  fol- 
lowing, or  commenced  on  a  day  prior  to  the  1st  day  of  November 
and  continued  without  interruption  to  a  day  between  the  1st  day 
of  November  and  the  1st  day  of  May  following,  the  lien  petition 
shall  be  filed  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  June  next  thereafter,  ami 
that  for  work  commenced  after  the  1st  day  of  May  and  terminated 
before  the  1st  day  of  November  following,  the  lien  petition  shall 
be  filed  within  thirty  days  after  the  doing  of  the  last  work,  the 
filing  of  a  lien  petition  on  the  3d  day  of  April  for  work  done 
partly  between  the  1st  day  of  May  and  the  1st  day  of  November 
preceding,  and  partly  thereafter,  the  whole  work  not  being  contin- 
uous from  first  to  last,  is  too  late  to  preserve  the  lien  for  work 
done  prior  to  such  1st  day  of  November. 
[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Wauke- 
sha county :  James  J.  Dick,  Circuit  Judge.    Reversed. 

Action  to  enforce  lien  claims  for  labor  performed  in  man- 
ufacturing logs  into  lumber  and  shingles  and  other  products; 
it  was  commenced  against  S.  M.  Holmes,  the  employer,  and 
a  writ  of  attachment  was  duly  issued,  under  which,  without 
any  undertaking  having  been  given  as  required  in  ordinary 
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attachment  proceedings  for  the  collection  of  debts,  a  quan- 
tity of  shingles  which  had  been  sold  to  the  Wilbur  Luniber 
Comjpany  and  paid  for  by  such  company,  without  any  no- 
tice, actual  or  constructive,  of  any  lien  claims  thereon,  was 
seized  by  the  sheriff  and  held  to  satisfy  plaintiff's  claim. 
Such  proceedings  were  thereafter  duly  had  in  the  action 
that  the  lumber  company  was  made  a  defendant  under 
the  statute,  and  answered,  taking  issue  on  the  allegations 
entitling  plaintiff  to  a  lien  judgment  upon  the  property  at- 
tached. The  defendant  lumber  company  also  moved  the 
court  to  vacate  the  attachment  because  no  undertaking  was 
given.  The  motion  was  denied,  and  the  issues  raised  by  the 
answer  were  tried  by  the  court  without  objection,  resulting 
in  findings  of  fact  to  the  effect  that : 

(1)  At  Ogeraa,  in  Price  county,  Wisconsin,  between  Jan- 
uary 7,  1896,  and  March  30,  1896,  under  contract  with  the 
defendant  Holmes,  plaintiff  performed  seventy  days'  work 
as  a  teamster  and  cook,  and  his  wife  the  same  number  of 
days'  work  as  a  cook,  in  converting  logs  and  timber  into 
shingles  and  other  manufactured  products,  at  the  agreed 
price  of  $1.54  per  day,  and  the  amount  due  and  unpaid 
therefor  is  $63.65. 

(2)  At  the  same  place,  between  February  5,  1895,  and 
March  27,  1896,  Joe  Breo  performed  171^  days'  work  for 
the  defendant  Holmes  at  her  request,  in  manufacturing  logs 
and  timber  into  shingles  and  other  products,  at  the  agreed 
price  of  $2  per  day,  and  the  amount  due  and  unpaid  for 
such  work  is  $295.26. 

(3)  At  the  same  place  and  in  the  same  manufacturing 
business,  between  September  23,  1895,  and  April  26,  1896, 
Charles  Ek  performed  106f  days'  labor  for  the  defendant. 
Holmes  at  her  request,  and  at  the  agreed  price  of  $16  per 
month  for  forty-one  and  one  fourth  days,  and  $18  per  month 
for  the  balance  of  the  time,  and  the  amount  due  and  unpaid 
for  such  work  is  $19.30. 
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(4)  At  the  same  place  and  in  the  same  manafacturing 
business,  between  October  27,  1895,  and  March  12,  1896, 
John  Hokenson  performed  seven  days'  work  and  packed 
1,691^  thousand  shingles  for  the  defendant  Holmes  at  her 
request,  for  which,  at  the  agreed  price,  there  is  due  and  un- 
paid $G1.87. 

(5)  The  last  work  in  each  of  the  cases  mentioned  was  as 
follows:  Plaintiff,  March  30,  1896;  John  Breo  and  Charles 
Ek,  March  27, 1896;  John  Hokenson,  March  12, 1896.  Breo, 
Ek,  and  Hokenson  duly  assigned  their  claims  to  the  plaintiff 
for  collection,  and  thereafter,  on  the  3d  day  of  April,  1896, 
plaintiff  filed,  in  the  ofiice  of  the  clerk  of  the  circuit  coart 
for  "Waukesha  county,  "Wisconsin,  a  claim  for  a  lien  npon 
the  shingles  which  were  thereafter  attached  in  this  action 
for  the  amount  due  on  the  several  labor  claims  mentioned, 
which  petition  was  verified  and  contained  a  statement  of 
facts  as  required  by  law,  and  that  plaintiff  claimed  a  lien 
upon  the  property  described  therein  under  the  laws  of  this 
state  on  the  subject. 

(6)  In  the  manufacturing  operations  at  the  mill,  the  logs, 
after  being  delivered  on  the  mill  floor,  were  converted  into 
various  products  as  seemed  best  by  the  workmen.  The 
shingles  were  divided  into  three  grades,  part  marked  "  B.  M. 
Holmes,  Ogema,  Wis.,"  part  "E.  E.  Graham,  Ogema,  Wis.," 
and  part  "Extra  No.  1." 

(7)  The  defendant  lumber  company,  by  contract  made 
July  1, 1895,  purchased  all  of  the  two  grades  first  mentioned 
that  might  be  manufactured  during  the  season  of  1895  and 
1896,  to  be  paid  for  as  shipped.  All  such  shingles  were, 
prior  to  April  1, 1896,  shipped  to  the  company  at  "Waukesha, 
Wisconsin.  Neither  plaintiff  nor  his  assignors  knew  of  such 
contract  of  purchase,  but  did  know  that  the  shingles  were 
shipped  out  of  the  mill  yard  about  as  manufactured.  All 
the  manufactured  product  left  at  the  mill  was  attached  on 
lien  claims  prior  to  the  filing  of  plaintiffs  petition. 
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(8)  The  shingles  shipped  to  the  lumber  company  were  piled 
in  their  yard  at  Waukesha,  and  there  levied  upon  under  the 
writ  of  attachment  in  this  action,  the  value  thereof  being 
$560.12,  which  value  included  freight  charges  paid  by  the 
company,  to  the  amount  of  $147.29.  Such  freight  charges 
were  paid  without  any  notice  on  the  part  of  the  company, 
actual  or  constructive,  of  any  lienable  claims  upon  the  prop- 
erty. 

(9)  Each  otthe  persons  mentioned,  who  performed  serv- 
ices in  manufacturing  the  shingles,  received  pay  from  the 
defendant  Holmes  to  an  amount  in  excess  of  such  person's 
labor  upon  the  shingles  involved  in  this  action. 

On  such  findings  of  fact  the  court  concluded: 

1.  The  amount  due  upon  the  several  labor  claims  men- 
tioned in  the  complaint  is  $440.08,  with  interest  thereon 
from  April  1,  1896,  for  which  sum,  with  the  costs  and  dis- 
bursements of  this  action,  to  be  taxed  according  to  law, 
plaintiff  is  entitled  to  a  lien  upon  the  shingles  described  in 
the  complaint  and  attached  in  the  action,  situated  in  the  yard 
of  the  defendant  lumber  company  at  Waukesha,  Wisconsin. 

2.  Plaintiff  is  entitled  to  have  the  said  shingles  sold  to 
satisfy  the  amount  due  and  the  costs,  as  aforesaid,  unless  the 
defendant  lumber  company  shall,  within  thirty  days  after 
notice  of  the  entry  of  the  judgment,  pay  into  court  for  the 
benefit  of  the  plaintiff  the  sum  of  $560.12,  being  the  value 
of  the  shingles.  For  any  deficiency  in  the  satisfaction  of 
the  plaintiff's  claim  and  costs,  after  applying  thereon  the 
proceeds  of  the  shingles,  a  judgment  is  to  be  rendered  against 
the  defendant  Holmes. 

Judgment  was  thereafter  entered  in  accordance  with  the 
findings,  and  with  provisions  in  regard  to  its  enforcement 
and  the  entry  of  a  judgment  for  a  deficiency;  it  provided' 
substantially  the  same  as  in  case  of  a  judgment  in  an  action 
for  the  enforcement  of  a  mechanic's  or  material  man'^  lieu 
under  the  statutes  on  that  subject. 
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The  defendant  lumber  company  appealed  from  the  judg- 
ment. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Ryan  <&  Merton^ 
and  oral  argument  by  E.  llerton. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  George  IT.  Single- 
tony  attorney,  and  Cate^  Sanhorriy  Lamoreux  dk  Park^  of 
counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  B.  B,  ParTc. 

Marshall,  J.  Sec.  5,  ch.  139,  Laws  of  1891,  being  that 
part  of  the  lien  law  under  which  this  action  was  brought 
affecting  the  remedy  by  attachment,  is  sec.  3333,  R.  S.  187S, 
as  it  has  come  down  from  such  revision  through  various  re- 
enactments  with  slight  changes.  The  original  punctuation 
of  the  section  has  been  so  changed  that  with  the  introduc- 
tion by  amendment  of  the  words  "by  any  circuit  court  or 
judge  thereof,"  where  hereafter  indicated,  the  real  intention 
in  respect  to  the  necessity  for  an  undertaking  on  attachment 
in  actions  in  the  circuit  court  has  been  somewhat  obscured. 
Kestoring  the  punctuation  where  needed,  that  part  of  the 
section  in  controversy  now  stands  as  follows:  "No  under- 
taking upon  such  attachment,  or  security  for  costs  in  actions 
hereunder  before  justices  of  the  peace,  need  be  given,  unless 
upon  application  of  some  defendant  in  the  action,  showing 
by  aflBdavit  that  he  has  a  good  and  valid  defense  to  the 
plaintiffs  claim,  and  to  how  much  thereof,  and  if  it  be  only 
to  a  part  of  such  claim,  unless  the  residue  be  paid  to  the 
plain-tiff  at  the  time  of  the  application,  which  payment,  if 
made,  shall  not  affect  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court;  and  no 
order  shall  be  made  hy  any  circuit  court  or  judge  thereof ^ 
requiring  the  giving  of  such  undertaking  or  security  for 
costs,  except  upon  ten  days'  notice  thereof  to  the  plaintiff." 
The  meaning  of  the  section,  by* thus  restoring  the  punctua- 
tion, becomes  very  plain.  The  words  "  no  undertaking  upon 
such  attachment"  plainly  refer  to  actions  in  the  circuit 
court.    As  the  section  originally  stood,  ten  days'  notice  was 
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required  of  an  applicant  for  an  undertaking  in  the  circuit 
court  or  security  for  costs  in  justice's  or  municipal  court. 
The  change  confined  the  ten  days'  notice  to  actions  in  the 
circuit  court,  and  probably  courts  having  the  same  jurisdic- 
tion and  practice  in  such  matters.  That  construction  agrees 
with  what  was  held  by  the  trial  court.  Therefore  the  order 
refusing  to  set  aside  the  attachment  cannot  be  disturbed. 

Only  a  small  part  of  the  labor  for  which  the  lien  was 
claimed  was  performed  in  manufacturing  the  particular  prop- 
erty attached  in  the  action  and  against  which  the  lien  was 
filed.  It  was  contended  on  the  part  of  the  appellant  that 
the  attached  property  could  not  be  held  except  for  the  labor 
performed  by  plaintiff  and  his  assignors  in  actually  produc- 
ing it  from  the  logs  and  timber  and  preparing  such  logs  and 
timber  for  the  mill.  If  the  statutes  giving  a  lien  for  labor 
on  logs  and  timber  were  so  strictly  construed  as  to  limit  the 
lien  upon  each  part  of  the  property  to  the  work  done  on 
such  part,  it  would  defeat  the  entire  scheme,  designed  to  pro- 
tect a  favored  class  of  laborers,  for  reasons  sufficient  to  sat- 
isfy the  legislature  of  its  wisdom.  No  such  construction, 
was  intended,  as  is  abundantly  evidenced  by  the  history  of 
legislation  on  the  subject,  all  tending  in  the  one  direction  of 
securing,  so  far  as  practicable,  to  laborers  on  logs  and  timber 
security  against  any  probability  of  losing  their  wages.  This 
court  has  responded  to  the  manifest  legislative  intent  by 
constantly  applying  liberal  rules  of  construction  to  such  stat- 
utes. Jaoubeck  v.  Hewitt^  61  Wis.  96 ;  Kollock  v.  Paroher^ 
52  Wis.  393;  Ilogan  v.  Gushing,  49  Wis.  169;  Winslow  v. 
TJrquhai%  39  Wis.  260.  In  Jaculeck  v.  Hewitt,  supra,  it  was 
distinctly  held  that  a  person  entitled  to  a  lien  on  logs  or 
timber,  or  the  manufactured  product  therefrom,  may  enforce 
it  for  his  entire  lienable  claim  against  any  portion  of  the 
property.  That  is  decisive  of  the  question.  The  trial  court 
rightly  decided  that  the  fact  that  only  a  small  part  of  plaint- 
iff's claim  was  for  work  done  in  manufacturing  the  shingles 
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attached  in  this  actiou  did  not  affect  the  right  to  resort  to 
such  property  to  collect  the  entire  debt.  There  is  nothing  in 
Glover  v.  Hynes  Lumler  Co.  94  Wis.  457,  inconsistent  with 
the  foregoing.  There  the  evidence  was  to  the  effect  that  a 
part  of  the  labor  was  lienable  and  part  not,  and  there  was 
no  evidence  by  which  the  two  classes  of  work  could  be  sep- 
arated. The  subject  of  whether  the  entire  lienable  part 
could  be  enforced  against  a  portion  only  of  the  property 
upon  which  lienable  work  was  performed  was  not  involved, 
discussed,  or  decided. 

It  is  contended  that  the  action  is  equitable,  and  that  the 
court  should  have  protected  the  appellant  on  equitable  prin- 
ciples, at  least  to  the  extent  of  the  enhanced  value  of  the 
property  by  reason  of  the  transportation  of  it  from  Ogema 
to  Waukesha,  such  enhanced  price  being  measured  by  the 
amount  paid  for  transportation,  $147.29.  The  character  of 
the  action  was  entirely  misconceived,  both  by  the  court  and 
counsel,  as  clearly  appears  from  the  entire  proceedings  from 
the  commencement  of  the  trial ;  it  is  not  an  equitable  action ; 
it  has  none  of  the  elements  of  an  equitable  action ;  it  is  an 
action  at  law,  and  clearly  so,  and  has  heretofore  been  so  de- 
cided by  this  court.  O'Reilly  v,  M,  &  iT.  B.  Co.  68  Wis. 
212.  The  action  may  be  commenced  in  justice's  court  or  cir- 
cuit court  according  to  the  amount  claimed;  judgment  goe^ 
against  the  party  personally  liable  absolutely  and  without 
waiting  for  any  sale  of  the  property,  against  which  it  is  ad- 
judged to  be  a  lien;  the  trial  is  by  jury  as  a  matter  of  right, 
unless  waived  by  the  parties;  and  the  judgment  under  the 
statute  must  be  enforced  by  an  execution  as  in  ordinary  civil 
actions;  and  the  execution  issues  in  the  ordinary  form,  ex- 
cept it  must  contain  a  special  command  to  satisfy  it  out  of 
the  property  upon  which  the  lien  is  adjudged.  Wright  v. 
Fohldy  83  Wis.  560;  George  v.  Eoerharty  57  Wis.  397,  and 
other  cases  of  the  same  character  do  not  refer  or  apply  to 
actions  to  enforce  liens  for  work  on  logs  and  lumber;  but 
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to  actions  to  enforce  liens  of  mechanics  and  material  men 
under  the  statute  on  that  subject.  The  latter  class  of  ac- 
tions, under  the  old  statute,  were  actions  at  law;  but  the 
change  in  the  procedure,  brought  about  in  the  Revision  of 
1878,  conforming  such  procedure  largely  to  that  for  the 
foreclosure  of  mortgages,  it  was  determined  by  the  court, 
made  such  actions  essentially  equitable  in  their  character. 
George  v.  Everhart^  supra;  Wilier  v.  Bergenthaly  50  Wis.  474; 
Spruhen  v.  Stout,  52  Wis.  517.  The  judgment  in  this  case, 
that  the  property  be  sold  unless  the  defendant  lumber  com- 
pany pay  into  court  the  value  of  the  shingles  as  found  by 
the  court,  within  thirty  days  after  notice  of  the  entry  of 
judgment,  and  providing  for  a  report  of  sale  and  judgment 
for  a  deficiency,  if  any,  against  defendant  Holmes  as  the 
person  liable  for  the  debt,  following  substantially  the  stat- 
utes on  the  subject  of  liens  of  mechanics  and  material 
men,  was  erroneous.  Judgment  should  have  been  rendered 
against  the  appellant,  if  at  all,  for  the  costs  incurred  by  the 
plaintiff  in  maintaining  the  lien  claim,  and  against  the  de- 
fendant Holmes  for  the  debt  and  the  entire  costs  in  the 
action.  The  aggregate  amount  of  the  recoveries  should 
have  been  adjudged  a  lien  against  the  property  described  in 
the  complaint,  and  the  enforcement  of  the  judgment  should 
then  have  followed  according  to  the  requirements  of  sec. 
3340,  R.  S.  1878. 

There  is  a  further  reason  why  the  claim  that  appellant 
should  have  been  protected  to  the  amount  it  added  to  the 
value  of  the  property  cannot  be  sustained.  If  it  had  any 
right  in  that  regard,  in  the  absence  of  some  statute  to  the 
contrary,  it  grew  out  of  an  equitable  subrogation  to  the  lien 
claim  of  the  carrier,  by  reason  of  paying  the  freight  charges; 
and  section  1  of  the  lien  law  provides  that  the  labor  lien 
shall  take  precedence  of  all  other  claims,  liens,  or  incum- 
brances created,  whether  they  accrued  before  or  after  the 
doino:  of  the  work. 
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It  is  farther  claimed  that  the  appellant  was  entitled  to 
protection  as  an  innocent  purchaser,  it  having  paid  fall  value 
for  the  property  and  purchased  the  same  in  the  regular 
course  of  trade  without  notice,  actual  or  constructive,  of  the 
existence  of  the  lien  claims.  That  contention  is  sufficientlj 
met  by  section  1  referred  to,  in  language  to  the  effect  that 
labor  liens  shall  take  precedence  of  any  sale  of  the  property, 
whether  made  before  or  after  the  time  of  doing  the  work 
for  which  the  lien  is  claimed.  It  is  also  met  conclusively  by 
section  4,  which  provides  that  no  interest  shall  be  acquired 
in  the  property  subject  to  the  lien,  during  the  time  lim- 
ited for  filing  the  lien  petition,  to  the  prejudice  of  the  lien 
claimant. 

There  is  a  still  more  serious  question  presented  by  the 
record  than  any  heretofore  referred  to,  and  that  is  whether 
the  lien  petition  was  filed  in  time  to  preserve  any  of  the 
alleged  lien  claims,  except  that  of  the  plaintiff  for  the  labor 
of  himself  and  wife.  Section  1,  of  the  lien  law  of  1891,  di- 
vides lienable  work  into  four  periods  as  follows: 

(1)  Labor  done  between  the  1st  day  of  November  and  the 
1st  day  of  May  following. 

(2)  Labor  commenced  on  a  day  prior  to  the  1st  day  of 
November  and  continued  without  interruption  to  a  day  be- 
tween the  1st  day  of  November  and  the  1st  day  of  May  fol- 
lowijig. 

(3)  Labor  commenced  after  the  1st  day  of  May  and  ter- 
minated before  the  1st  day  of  November  following. 

(4)  Continuous  labor  from  the  1st  day  of  November,  or  a 
day  prior  thereto,  to  a  day  beyond  the  1st  day  of  May  fol- 
lowing. 

For  labor  claims  coming  within  periods  1  and  2,  the  peti- 
tion is  required  to  be  filed  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  June 
after  the  termination  of  such  labor.  For  labor  claims  com- 
ing within  periods  3  and  4,  the  petition  must  be  filed  within 
thirty  days  after  the  performance  of  the  last  work.     The 
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findings  of  fact  show  that  the  work  of  plaintiff  and  his  wife 
was  within  the  first  period  mentioned;  that  is,  it  was  done 
between  the  1st  day  of  November  and  the  1st  day  of  Ma}' 
following,  and  the  lien  petition  was  filed  on  or  before  the 
1st  day  of  June  following,  to  wit:  April  3, 1896.  The  find- 
ings further  show  that  the  labor  of  Breo  was  performed  be- 
tween July  25, 1895,  and  March  27, 1896.  As  to  whether  it 
was  continuous  between  the  dates  mentioned  was  not  found, 
and  the  evidence  shows  conclusively  that  it  could  not  have 
been  continuous.  Therefore  such  work  does  not  fall  within 
the  second  period  mentioned  and  there  is  obviously  no  period 
mentioned  by  the  statute  that  fits  the  work  as  an  entirety. 
The  part  done  before  the  1st  day  of  November  necessarily 
belongs  to  the  second  period, —  work  done  between  the  1st 
day  of  May  and  the  1st  day  of  November  following;  and 
the  lien  petition  filed  on  the  3d  day  of  April  following  was 
too  late  to  cover  that  part  of  the  work;  it  was  in  time  only 
for  that  done  between  the  1st  day  of  November  and  the  1st 
day  of  May  following,  which  is  covered  by  the  first  period 
mentioned  in  the  lien  law.  There  is  the  same  difficulty  as 
to  the  lien  claim  for  the  labor  of  Charles  Ek  and  John  Hok- 
enson.  There  is  no  evidence  in  the  case  by  which  we  can 
determine  the  amount  of  work  done  by  either  of  them  after 
the  1st  day  of  November,  1895,  for  which,  on  proper  proof, 
a  lien  judgment  might  be  rendered  in  the  action.  The  lien 
as  to  all  the  assigned  claims,  for  work  done  on  and  prior  to 
the  1st  day  of  November,  1895,  necessarily  must  fail  accord- 
ing to  the  plain  provisions  of  the  statute  and  the  reasoning 
of  this  court  in  prior  cases.  McGinlexj  v.  Laycock^  94  Wis. 
205 ;  Kendall  v.  Hynes  Lumber  Co.  96  Wis.  659. 

Some  other  questions  are  presented  for  consideration  by 
the  record  and  have  been  determined,  but  none  of  them  re- 
quire special  mention  in  this  opinion. 

By  the  Court, — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  triaL 
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^JJJ  816,Thtjbston,  Eespondent,  vs.  The  Buenett  &  Beaver  Dam 
Faembes'  Mutual  Fiee  Insueance  Company,  Appellant, 

January  19 — February  8, 1898, 

Insurance  against  fire:  Construction  of  policy:  Use  of  wood  in  engine: 

Court  and  jury. 

L  Under  the  rule  that  where  the  language  of  a  contract  is  plain  and 
unambiguous,  and  where  words  or  terms  in  a  contract  may  be 
reasonably  construed  in  either  of  two  ways  but  extrinsic  evidence 
is  not  resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in  the  construction, 
the  proper  construction  of  the  contract  is  for  the  court,  the  proper 
construction  of  language  in  an  insurance  policy,  to  the  effect  that 
the  insurer  would  not  be  liable  for  loss  by  "fires  caused  by  the  use 
of  steam  engines  on  the  premises  insured,  other  than  threshing 
machine  engines  using  coal  for  fuel,  with  sufficient  wood  to  kindle 
or  start  the  fire,"  was  a  question  solely  for  the  court 

2.  Su6h  clause  prohibited  the  use  of  wood,  except  to  efficiently  start 
combustion  in  the  coal;  the  use  of  wood  thereafter  was  within 
the  excepted  risk;  and  when  wood  was  so  used,  up  to  a  short  time 
before  the  fire  occurred,  such  fire  was  not  caused  by  an  engine 
'*  using  coal  for  fuel  with  sufficient  wood  to  kindle  or^start  the 
fire,"  because  coal  was  the  last  fuel  put  into  the  fire-box  before  the 
fire  occurred. 

8.  The  evidence  being  to  the  effect  that  wood  was  used  to  make  power 
for  a  considerable  length  of  time,  and  then  coal  was  put  into  the 
furnace  as  needed,  and  as  a  helper,  for  about  fifteen  minutes, 
which  disappeared  before  the  fire  occurred,  such  fire  was  cUearly 
within  the  excepted  risk,  and  there  was  no  question  on  the  sub- 
ject to  be  left  to  the  jury. 
[Syllabus  by  Maeshall,  J.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dodge 
county :  A.  Scott  Sloan,  Circuit  Judge.     Beversed. 

Action  to  recover  on  two  policies  of  fire  insurance.  The 
property  destroyed  was  grain  in  stacks.  The  fire  was  started 
by  sparks  from  a  threshing  machine  engine  in  operation  on 
the  premises.  A  by-law  formed  a  part  of  each  contract  of 
insurance,  which  was  as  follows:  "This  company  will  not 
hold  itself  liable  for  loss  caused  by  the  use  of  steam  engines 
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on  the  premises,  except  steam  threshing  engines  using  coal  as 
fuel,  with  sufficient  wood  to  kindle  or  start  the  fire."  The 
principal  disputed  question  on  the  pleadings  and  evidence 
was  whether  the  fire  occurred  through  a  cause  not  covered 
by  the  contracts  of  insurance,  by  reason  of  the  by-law  re- 
ferred to. 

A  special  verdict  was  ordered,  containing  questions  cover- 
ing the  subject  in  dispute,  such  questions  being  as  follows: 
"  (1)  "What  was  being  used  for  fuel  in  the  engine  when  the 
stacks  of  wheat  were  destroyed?  (2)  "Was  more  wood  used 
in  the  engine  than  was  sufficient  to  kindle  or  start  the  fire 
in  the  engine?  (3)  At  the  time  of  the  fire,  was  wood  being 
used  to  produce  power  to  run  the  engine?" 

The  court  instructed  the  jury,  among  other  things,  that 
there  is  not  any  great  conflict  in  the  evidence.  "  The  ques- 
tion is,  Do  you  find  for  the  plaintiff  or  the  defendant?  If 
the  plaintiff  was  using,  at  the  time  the  fire  occurred,  wood 
for  the  purpose  of  producing  power  to  do  the  threshing,  he 
cannot  recover.  If  he  was  only  using  wood  for  the  purpose 
of  kindling  or  starting  the  fire,  if  it  had  got  down,  he  can 
recover."  In  respect  to  the  second  question  the  court  said : 
"You  are  to  determine  from  the  language  what  was  in- 
tended,—  what  is  the  fair,  reasonable,  ordinary  meaning  of 
the  language  used  ?  You  are  to  say  as  to  what  it  means, — 
the  ordinary  signification  among  men.  What  does  it  mean 
to  kindle  or  start  a  fire?"  In  regard  to  the  first  question 
the  court  said  it  was  the  only  vital  question  in  the  case; 
"What  was  being  used  when  the  stacks  of  wheat  were  de- 
stroyed,—  wood,  coal,  or  both?  That  second  question  pre- 
sents the  subject  more  decidedly;  and  the  next  question 
throws  some  light  on  the  dispute."  The  court  later  said, 
"  The  meaning  of  the  first  question  is,  What  .was  in  the  fire- 
box at  the  time  the  fire  occurred?"  and,  generally,  said 
that  the  three  questions  were  practically  the  same:  "Were 
they  using  wood  to  kindle  or  start  up  the  fire,  or  to  produce 
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power?"  *That  the  jury  should  first  determine  in  their 
minds,  as  if  there  was  no  special  verdict,  whether  the  ma- 
chine, under  the  evidence,  was  being  run  in  accordance  with 
that  provision  of  the  policy  or  in  violation  of  it.'  And 
further  said,  "When  you  get' the  question  settled,  reduce 
your  answers  to  writing,  to  the  questions,  so  they  will  con- 
form to  the  real  spirit  of  the  contract." 

All  the  questions,  and  those  upon  which  the  right  to  re- 
cover depended,  were  answered  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff. 
Numerous  exceptions  were  filed  to  the  charge,  and  there 
was  a  motion  to  set  aside  the  verdict  as  contrary  to  the  evi- 
dence and  to  grant  a  new  trial,  made,  denied,  and  the  rul- 
ing duly  excepted  to.  Judgment  was  rendered  in  plaintiff's 
favor,  from  which  this  appeal  was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Sawyer  cj&  Sawyer 
and  R,  K,  BuUerfield^  and  oral  argument  by  E,  IF.  Sawyer. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Malone  db  Bach- 
hubery  and  oral  argument  by  J,  E,  Malone, 

Makshall,  J.  Fires  caused  by  the  use  of  steam  engines  on 
the  premises  insured  by  the  defendant,  other  than  threshing 
^machine  engines  using  coal  as  fuel,  with  sufficient  wood  to 
kindle  or  start  the  fire,  were  excepted  out  of  and  not  covered 
by  the  contracts  of  insurance.  Such  excepted  fires  cannot 
be  included  by  judicial  construction  or  by  the  verdict  of  a 
jury,  without  reading  into  the  contract  language  the  parties 
clearly  did  not  put  there.  Neither  courts  nor  juries  are  per- 
mitted to  do  that.  The  meaning  of  the  term  "  coal  as  fuel, 
with  sufficient  wood  to  kindle  or  start  the  fire,"  was  the  im- 
portant question  on  the  trial;  such  meaning  appears  to  be 
plain  and  unambiguons;  no  extrinsic  evidence  was  admissible 
to  explain  it,  nor  was  any  such  evidence  received  or  offered. 
The  case  comes  clearly  within  the  rule  that  where  language 
is  plain  and  unambiguous,  the  apparent  import  of  the  words 
must  govern,  and  the  rule  that  where  there  is  no  uncertainty 
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as  to  the  meaning  of  the  words  used  in  the  contract,  and 
where  such  uncertainty  exists  but  there  is  no  extrinsic  evi- 
dence or  circumstance  bearing  on  the  subject  to  be  con- 
sidered in  determining  the  meaning  attributed  to  them  by 
the  parties  when  the  contract  was  made,  the  proper  inter- 
pretation of  the  words  and  construction  of  the  contract  are 
solely  for  the  court.  Ganson  v.  Madigan^  15  Wis.  144 ;  Mur- 
phey  V.  Weily  92  Wis.  467.  Therefore  the  trial  court  erred 
in  leaving  the  construction  of  the  contract  to  the  jury.     . 

As  indicated,  no  difficulty  is  perceived  in  determining  the 
meaning  of  the  term  in  question,  when  it  is  kept  in  mind 
that,  when  plain  language  is  used  in  such  connection  as  to 
leave  no  room  to  say,  reasonably,  that  the  parties  might 
have  intended  either  of  two  meanings,  the  apparent  import 
of  the  words  as  generally  understood  must  govern.  Story, 
Cont.  §  780;  Mississippi  River  Logging  Co.  v.  Wlieelihan^ 
94  Wis.  96.  In  such  cases,  the  rule  that  all  ambiguitieSj  ob- 
scurities, and  uncertainties  in  a  policy  of  fire  insurance  are 
to  be  resolved  most  favorably  to  the  assured,  has  no  applica- 
tion whatever. 

The  words  "  coal  for  fuel,  with  suflBcient  wood  to  kindle 
or  start  the  fire,"  meant  that  wood  was  permitted  to  be  used 
only  with  coal  and  for  the  one  purpose  of  igniting  the  coal 
by  aid  of  the  more  combustible  quality  of  the  wood,  and 
that  when  the  coal  was  once  suflSciently  ignited  the  use  of 
wood  was  no  longer  allowed.  The  clause  did  not  permit 
the  use  of  wood  exclusively  for  a  considerable  period  of  time 
to  produce  power,  or  at  all  for  that  purpose,  and  if  wood 
was  nevertheless  used  to  produce  power,  either  alone  or  with 
coal,  for  two  or  three  hours  or  for  half  an  hour,  and  then 
only  coal  was  fed  into  the  fire  box  for  fifteen  or  twenty 
minutes,  the  latter  circumstance  did  not  render  the  engine 
one  using  coal  for  fuel,  with  suSicient  wood  to  kindle  or 
start  the  fire,  within  the  meaning  of  the  policy.  Such  a  con- 
struction would  do  violence  to  the  language  used  by  the 
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parties.  It  would  not  be  construction  at  all,  but  the  making 
of  a  contract  not  contemplated  by  the  parties  at  the  outset. 
If,  after  sufficient  wood  was  used  to  kindle  or  start  the  fire, 
wood  was  used  to  operate  the  engine,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
even  though  coal  was  the  last  fuel  fed  into  the  fire-box  be- 
fore the  loss  occurred,  the  engine  was  manifestly  not  one 
using  coal  for  fuel,  with  sufficient  wood  to  kindle  or  start 
the  fire,  but  was  an  engine  using  wood  and  coal  for  fuel  to 
produce  power. 

With  the  foregoing  construction  of  the  contract  of  insur- 
ance, we  turn  to  the  consideration  of  the  exception  to  the 
ruling  of  the  trial  court,  refusing  to  set  aside  the  verdict 
and  grant  a  new  tristl. 

The  evidence  is  practically  undisputed  that  in  the  fore- 
noon, and  for  a  short  time  after  the. noon  hour,  the  engine 
was  operated  by  the  use  of  wood  exclusively  as  fuel.  It  was 
then  moved  to  the  place  where  the  fire  occurred,  by  the  use 
of  wood  as  fuel.  During  the  day,  up  to  the  time  of  the  fire, 
the  engine  stack  was  guarded  by  a  screen  on  account  of  the 
use  of  wood  for  fuel.  The  machine  was  started  and  run  at 
the  setting  where  the  fire  occurred,  for  half  an  hour,  with 
wood  for  fuel,  exclusively.  A  man  was  then  sent  for  coal 
to  the  coal  wagon,  which  had  not  been  moved  up  from  a 
previous  setting.  He  brought  one  lump.  Part  of  that  was 
used  before  the  fire  occurred,  which  happened  from  fifteen 
to  twenty  minutes  thereafter.  The  engineer  testified  that 
he  sent  for  the  coal  because  he  thought  it  would  be  a  helper; 
that  he  could  keep  up  steam  with  wood,  but  thought  that  it 
was  nice  to  have  a  little  coal  as  there  was  plenty  of  it;  that 
there  was  always  some  wood  in  the  fireplace.  There  was 
much  other  evidence,  but  none  to  materially  vary  the  fore- 
going. True,  the  engineer  said  that  when  he  got  the  fire  fit 
to  burn  coal  he  burned  coal  exclusively,  but  it  is  undisputed 
that  he  kept  up  steam  with  wood  thirty  minutes  or  there- 
about, before  any  coal  at  all  was  used;  in  fact,  that  he  had 
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been  using  wood  exclusively  during  the  whole  day,  up  to 
the  time  that  the  one  lump  was  brought  to  him  about  fifteen 
minutes  before  the  fire  occurred;  that  the  coal  wagon  was 
left  back  at  another  setting;  that  the  only  fuel  at  the  scene 
of  operations  for  use,  except  that  carried  on  the  engine, 
none  of  which  was  used,  was  a  pile  of  wood;  and  that  there 
was  some  wood  in  the  fire  box  all  the  time  down  to  the  in- 
stant the  fire  occurred. 

In  the  light  of  the  foregoing  and  the  correct  construction 
of  the  contract  of  insurance,  argument  is  unnecessary  to 
show  that  the  finding  of  the  jury  that  no  more  wood  was 
wsed  with  the  coal  than  was  sufficient  to  kindle  or  start  the 
fire  was  contrary  to  the  undisputed  evidence.  The  fire  was 
started  in  the  engine  before  it  was  moved  to  the  setting; 
power  was  produced  by  the  use  of  wood  exclusively,  in  mov- 
ing the  engine  and  in  operating  it  till  a  few  moments  before 
the  fire  occurred,  and  coal  was  then  used,  broken  off  of  the 
one  lump,  as  a  helper.  Plaintiff  failed  to  establish  any  lia- 
bility on  the  policies.  When  the  evidence  was  closed  there 
was  no  question,  really,  for  submission  to  the  jury.  The 
inferences  from  the  evidence,  that  more  wood  was  used  than 
was  necessary  to  kindle  or  start  the  fire,  were  all  one  way. 

By  the  Court — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed^ and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  trial. 
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State  veterinarian:  Destruction  of  diseased  animals:  Liability  of  state   tluLi^n 
for  tort  of  officer,  -=-- 

1.  The  destruction  of  valuable  cattle,  free  from  any  disease,  by  the 
state  veterinarian  under  color  of  oh.  467,  Laws  of  1885,  as  amended 
by  eh.  76,  Laws  of  1887  (authorizing  the  destruction  of  animals  in 
Vol.98  — 31 
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case  they  are  affected  with  some  "contagious  or  infectious  dis- 
ease of  malignant  or  very  fatal  nature  " ),  is  unlawful  and  tortiousL^ 

2.  Sec.  3200,  R.  S.  1878  (providing  that  "  it  shall  be  competent  for  any 
person  deeming  himself  aggrieved  by  the  refusal  of  the  legisla^ 
ture  to  allow  any  just  claim  against  the  state,  to  commence  an 
action  against  the  state,  by  filing  a  complaint "  with  the  clerk  of 
the  supreme  court,  etc.),  relates  only  to  claims  which,  if  allowed, 
render  the  st$ite  a  debtor  to  the  claimant,  and  does  nc^  include  a 
demand  based  upon  unlawful  and  tortious  acts  of  officers  and 
agents  of  the  state. 

&  The  legislature  never  having  authorized  an  action  against  the  stat& 
for  unlawful  and  tortious  acts  of  its  officers  or  agents,  no  such 
action  can  be  maintained. 

Action  commenced  ia  supreme  court.  The  defendant  de- 
murred to  the  complaint.     Demurrer  sustained. 

This  action  was  commenced  in  this  court  June  29,  1897. 
The  amended  complaint  alleges,  in  eliect,  that  during  the 
time  mentioned  the  plaintiff  was  a  farmer,  residing  on  his 
farm  in  the  county  of  Kenosha;  that  he  owned  and  had  on 
the  farm  a  standard  herd  of  dairy  cattle,  consisting  of  sixty 
head  of  thoroughbred  milch  cows.  Jerseys  and  Guernseys^ 
and  crosses  of  the  thoroughbred  cattle;  that  by  ch.  467, 
Laws  of  1885,  as  amended  by  ch.  76,  Laws  of  1887,  provision 
was  and  is  made  for  the  appointment  of  a  state  veterinarian, 
whose  duties  are  therein  set  forth ;  that  under  and  by  virtue 
of  the  said  statutes  the  state  assumed  the  right  and  power 
to  invade  the  premises  of  any  citizen  of  this  state,  and,  by 
its  officers  and  agents,  to  inspect  the  personal  property  of 
any  citizen,  and  to  destroy  any  property  of  any  citizen,  in 
certain  cases  and  for  certain  purposes,  as  in  the  said  laws 
specifically  pointed  out  and  designated,  and  for  that  purpose 
made  provision  for  the  appointment  of  a  state  veterinarian ; 
that  in  November,  1895,  one  J.  L.  Scott  was  duly  appointed 
and  qualified,  and,  while  acting  as  state  veterinarian  under 
and  by  virtue  of  the  laws  aforesaid,  visited  the  premises  of 
the  plaintiff,  as  claimed  by  him,  to  inspect  the  herd  of  dairy 
cattle  then  owned  by  the  plaintiff  and  kept  on  his  farm,  for 
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the  purpose  therein  indicated;  that  after  such  inspection 
the  state  veterinarian  informed  the  plaintiff  that  said  herd 
looked  to  be  in  an  excellent  condition  and  entirely  free  from 
any  disease  of  any  kind  whatever,  but  that,  inasmuch  as 
complaint  had  been  made  to  him  that  some  of  the  cattle 
were  diseased,  he  had  concluded  that  it  was  his  duty  to  test 
the  herd  for  tuberculosis,  by  applying  and  using  the  so- 
called  tuberculine  test;  that  December  5,  1895,  the  state 
veterinarian,  in  his  official  capacity,  acting  for  the  defendant 
by  virtue  of  said  laws,  did,  as  claimed  by  him,  apply  sev- 
erally to  the  individual  animals  composing  the  herd  the  so- 
called  tuberculine  test  for  tuberculosis,  and  as  a  result  of  the 
test  the  state  veterinarian  announced  that  thirty-eight  of 
the  anima,ls  were  affected  with  tuberculosis,  and  did  then 
and  there,  by  virtue  of  the  authority  he  claimed  to  exercise 
as  the  agent  of  the  state,  condemn  said  animals  as  diseased 
animals,  under  the  aforesaid  laws. 

The  complaint  further  alleges  that  thereafter  the  state 
veterinarian  went  before  a  justice  of  the  peace  in  the  town^ 
and,  in  the  form  and  in  accordance  with  the  rules  prescribed 
by  the  statute  in  such  case  made  and  provided,  did  apply ^ 
on  behalf  of  the  state,  for  the  appointment  of  appraisers  of 
the  thirty-eight  head  of  cattle  so  condemned;  that  there- 
upon the  justice,  acting  under  the  provisions  of  the  law,  and 
as  agent  of  the  state,  appointed  three  appraisers  of  the 
cattle,  who  appraised  the  animals  at  $47  per  head,  amount- 
ing in  the  whole  to  $1,710;  that  said  amount  is  very  much 
less  than  the  actual  value  of  the  animals;  that  the  appraisers 
and  officers  and  agents  of  the  state  found  themselves,  under 
and  pursuant  to  said  laws,  charged  with  the  duty,  after  ap- 
praising the  cattle,  of  destroying  or  killing  the  cattle  so 
condemned,  and  burning  or  burying  the  same;  that  no  pro- 
vision was  or  is  made  in  the  acts  for  paying  the  expenses 
thereby  incurred ;  that  the  officers  and  agents  of  the  state, 
to  whom  the  said  thirty-eight  animals  were  delivered  by  the 
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plaintiff  pursuant  to  the  directions  of  the  state  veterinarian, 
caused  two  of  them  to  be  killed,  and  made  a  post  mortem 
examination  of  the  same,  and  shipped  the  other  thirty-six 
head  to  Chicago,  for  the  purpose  of  having  them  sent  to  a 
fertilizing  establishment  to  be  slaughtered  and  thus  disposed 
of  without  cost  and  expense;  that  all  of  the  proceedings 
herein  related  were  made  by  and  under  the  direction  of  the 
state  veterinarian,  acting  for  the  state  in  pursuance  of  its 
laws,  b}'^  virtue  of  which  the  state  assumed  the  right  and 
power  to  do  the  acts  herein  complained  of,  and  the  plaintiff 
surrendered  control  of  the  animals  to  the  said  veterinarian 
and  the  other  officers  of  the  law,  as  he  supposed  it  to  be  bis 
duty  to  do.  ' 

The  complaint  also  alleged  that  the  thirty-eight  head  of  cat- 
tle so  taken  from  the  plaintiff  and  appropriated  by  the  state 
for  its  uses  and  purposes,  were  strong,  healthy,  and  in  fine 
condition,  and  on  the  plaintiff's  premises  were  of  the  value 
of  $5,t)00  and  upwards;  that  the  two  so  slaughtered  on  the 
plain tiff^s  premises  were,  at  SLj>08t  mortem  examination  made 
by  competent  persons,  found  free  from  disease  of  any  kind 
or  nature;  that  as  a  matter  of  fact,  no  adequate  test  had 
been  or  was  made;  that  none  of  the  animals  were  afflicted 
with  disease  at  the  time  they  were  condemned,  but  were  at 
'  that  time  entirely  free  from  disease,  and  healthy,  strong,  and 
vigorous  animals;  that  the  killing  of  animals  affected  with 
tuberculosis  is  not  according  to  the  most  modern  methods  of 
treatment  of  such  diseases;  that  the  condemnation  and  de- 
struction of  the  cattle  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  aforesaid 
was  wholly  unnecessary  as  a  matter  of  reasonable  precau- 
tion to  prevent  the  spread  of  disease,  and  a  great  and  un- 
necessary waste  of  property;  that  this  fact  was  unknown 
to  the  plaintiff  until  after  such  destruction. 

It  was  also  alleged  that  the  plaintiff  caused  due  and  timely 
application  to  be  made  to  the  legislature,  at  the  session  thereof 
beginning  in  January,  1897,  for  relief,  and  payment  to  the 
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plaintiff  of  compensation  for  damages  thereby  suffered,  but 
that  the  legislature  neglected  and  refused  to  give  the  plaintifif^ 
any  pay  or  compensation  whatever  for  such  damages;  that' 
the  plaintiff  has  no  remedy  in  the  premises  for  the  damages 
inflicted,  except  as  against  the  state,  since  none  of  said  offi- 
cers were  required  to  give  bonds  to  indemnify  persons  suffer- 
ing injury  or  loss  as  a  result  of  their  action  when  so  acting,, 
and  all  of  those  who  conducted  the  proceedings  herein  ara 
unable  to  respond  in  damages;  that  the  damages  suffered  by^ 
the  plaintiff  by  reason  of  such  destruction  exceed  $5,000  p 
that  the  thirty-six  animals  condemned  and  shipped  to  Chi- 
cago were  not  sent  to  the  fertilizing  establishment,  but  were- 
sent  to  the  regular  market,  and  sold  in  the  regular  way,  and 
examined  by  United  States  government  inspectors  in  Chi- 
cago, who  found  the  animals  to  be  free  and  clear  from  all 
diseases  whatever, — which  fact  was  unknown  to  the  plaintiff 
until  recently,  and  since  the  presentation  of  his  claim  to  the- 
legislature;  that  none  of  the  animals  so  condemned  and  de- 
stroyed were  afflicted  with  any  disejise  whatever,  but  were 
all  sound  and  in  good  health,  and  of  great  value,  at  the  time; 
that  the  acts  of  the  state,  the  legislature,  the  veterinarian, 
and  all  of  the  officers  acting  for  and  in  behalf  of  the  state, 
clothed  with  such  authority,  wrongfully  deprived  the  plaint- 
iff of  his  property  without  due  process  of  law,  and  without 
compensation,  and  in  violation  of  sec.  13,  art.  I,  of  the  con- 
stitution of  Wisconsin,  and  in  violation  of  the  rights  guaran- 
teed to  the  plaintiff  by  the  fourteenth  amendment  of  the^ 
constitution  of  the  United  States,  to  his  damage  in  the  sum 
of  $5,000,  for  which  judgment  is  demanded. 

To  such  complaint  the  defendant  demurred  upon  the 
grounds  (1)  that  the  plaintiff  has  no  legal  capacity  to  sue;, 
(2)  that  the  complaint  does  not  state  facts  sufficient  to  coa- 
stitute  a  cause  of  action. 

Charles  K  Estahrook^  for  the  plaintiff. 
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For  the  defendant  there  werQ  separate  briefs  by  the  Attor- 
ney General  SLnd  John  Z.  Erdally  first  assistant  attorney  gen- 
-eral,  and  pral  argument  by  Mr.  L,  J.  Billings  and  Mr.  ErdaU. 

Cassodat,  C.  J.  It  is  not  specifically  alleged  that  the 
plaintiff  accepted  the  two  thirds  of  $1,710,  at  which  the 
•cattle  so  destroyed  were  appraised;  but  such  acceptance, 
under  the  circumstances  alleged,  may  be  fairly  inferred,  and 
in  fact  seemed  to  be  conceded  on  the  argument.  The  view  we 
have  taken  of  the  case,  however,  makes  it  unimportant. 

Jt  is  fairly  established,  by  adjudications  too  numerous  to 
mention,  that  a  state  may,  in  the  proper  exercise  of  its  police 
power,  authorize  the  destruction  of  such  property  as  has 
become  a  public  nuisance,  or  has  an  unlawful  existence,  or  is 
noxious  to  the  public  health,  public  morals,  or  public  safety, 
without  compensation,  notwithstanding  the  prohibition  in 
sec.  1,  art.  XIV,  of  the  amendments  to  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States.  BiitenhauB  v.  Johnston,  92  Wis.  596-598 ; 
Muffler  V.  Kansas,  123  TJ.  S.  623;  Kidd  v.  Pearson,  128  U.  S. 
1;  Zaioton  v.  Steele,  119  K  Y.  226;  S.  C,  affirmed,  152  U.  S. 
133.  The  question  of  such  power,  however,  does  not  here 
arise.  The  demurrer  admits  the  facts  alleged  in  the  com- 
plaint. The  complaint  alleges  that  none  of  the  cattle  de- 
fitroyed  were  affected  with  any  disease  at  the  time  they  were 
condemned,'  but  were  each  and  all  entirely  free  from  any 
disease,  and  healthy,  strong,  and  vigorous  animals.  The  stat- 
ute only  authorized  the  destruction  of  animals  in  case  they 
were  affected  with  some  "  contagious  or  infectious  disease  of 
malignant  or  very  fatal  nature."  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats,  sec. 
1492a.  Unless  the  animals  were  so  diseased  in  fact,  their 
slaughter  was  without  authority  of  law,  and  hence  tortiouSi 
Pearson  v.  Zehr,  138  111.  48;  Miller  v.  Horton,  152  Mass.  540. 

The  question  recurs  whether  this  suit  can  be  maintained 
against  the  state  for  the  injury  sustained  for  such  alleged 
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unlawful  destruction.  Prior  to  the  eleventh  amendment  to 
the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  it  was  held,  in  effect, 
that  a  state  might  be  sued  in  the  supreme  court  of  the 
United  States  by  an  individual  citizen  of  another  state. 
Chishohfi  V.  Georgia,  2  Dall.  419.  But  since  that  amend- 
ment, it  is  believed,  the  courts  have  uniformly  held  that  no 
state  could  be  sued  in  any  court  without  its  express  consent 
Louisiana  v.  Jumel,  107  U.  S.  711;  Chicago,  M.  cfe  St,  P.  li, 
Co.  V.  State,  53  Wis.  509.  The  same  is  true  of  the  United 
States.  Schillinger  v.  U.  S.  155  U.  S.  163;  U.  S.  v.  JVorth 
Carolina,  136  U.  S.  211;  State  v.  Hill,  54  Ala.  67;  Clark  v. 
State,  7  Coldw.  306;  Railroad  Co,  v,  Alabama,  101  U.  S. 
832.  Our  constitution  expressly  provides  that  "  the  legisla- 
ture shall  direct  by  law  in  what  manner  and  in  what  courts 
suits  may  be  brought  against  the  state."  Const.  Wis.  art. 
IV,  sec.  27.  In  pursuance  of  that  provision,  the  legislature 
at  an  early  day  provided  that  "  it  shall  be  competent  for 
any  person,  deeming  himself  aggrieved  by  the  refusal  of  the 
legislature  to  allow  any  just  claim  against  the  state,  to  com- 
mence an  action  against  the  state,  by  filing  a  complaint,  set- 
ting forth  fully  and  particularly  the  nature  of  such  claim, 
with  the  clerk  of  the  supreme  court,  either  in  term  time  or 
in  vacation."  K.  S.  1878,  sec.  3200.  This  section  only  re- 
lates to  claims  which,  if  allowed,  render  the  state  a  debtor 
to  the  claimant.  Chicago,  3L  cfe  St.  P.  li,  Co.  v.  State,  53  Wis. 
609;  Clodfelter  v.  State,  86  N.  C.  51;  State  v.  Hill,  supra. 
This  statute  does  not  include  a  demand  based  upon  the  un- 
lawful and  tortious  acts  of  officers  or  agents  of  the  state. 
nUl  V.  U.  S.  149  U.  S.  593.  Thus,  in  Massachusetts  it  is 
held  that  a  similar  statute  did  "  not  extend  to  a  claim  for 
damages  resulting  from  the  misfeasance  or  negligence  of 
its  officers  and  agents  in  performing  their  duties."  Mur- 
doch  Parlor  Grate  Co.  v.  Comm.  152  Mass.  28.  The  same 
construction  of  the  word  "  claim  "  has  been  applied  bj^  this 
<5aurt  to  demands  against  municipalities.     Kelleij  v.  Madi^ 
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aoTiy  43  Wis.  638;  Bradley  v.  Eau  Claire^  56  Wis.  168;  Jung 
V.  Stevens  Pointy  74  Wis.  547;  Saminers  v.  Marshjieldy  90 
Wis.  59.  The  law  is  well  established  that  neither  the  state 
nor  the  United  States  is  answerable  in  damages  to  an  indi- 
vidual for  an  injury  resulting  from  the  alleged  misconduct 
or  negligence  or  tortious  acts  of  its  officers  or  agents.  Gib- 
Ions  V.  U.  S.  8  Wall.  269;  Langford  v.  U.  S.  101  U.  S.  341; 
German  Bank  of  Memphis  v,  U.  S.  148  U.  S.  573;  Clark  v. 
StaUy  7  Coldw.  306. 

It  follows  from  what  has  been  said  that  this  action  for 
the  alleged  unlawful  and  tortious  action  of  the  oflBlcers  and 
agents  of  the  state  cannot  be  maintained  against  the  state, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  the  legislature  has  never  author- 
ized an  action  in  this  court  for  such  misconduct. 

By  the  Court. —  The  demurrer  is  sustained,  with  leave  to 
amend  within  twenty  days,  and  in  case  of  default  the  com- 
plaint will  be  dismissed. 


Kellab,  Eespondent,  vs.  Earl,  Appellant 

February  8^  March  1, 1898, 
Highways:  Laying  out  and  opening:  Notice  to  remove  fences 

h  The  laying  out  of  a  highway  is  not  the  taking  or  appropriation  of 
the  land  for  public  use.  Until  the  highway  has  been  opened  by 
order  of  the  supervisors,  the  public  acquires  no  right  to  its  use,  and 
the  owner  may  use  the  land  in  the  same  manner  as  he  did  before 
the  highway  was  laid  out. 

2L  Under  sec.  1284,  R.  S.  1878  (providing  that  whenever  a  highway  i» 
laid  out  through  inclosed,  cultivated,  or  improved  lands  the  super- 
visors shall  give  the  owner  or  occupant  notice  to  remove  his  fences 
within  such  time  as  they  may  deem  reasonable,  not  less  than  thirty 
days,  and  that  no  person  shall  be  required  to  remove  such  fences 
between  April  1  and  November  1  in  any  year),  and  sec.  1887  (pro- 
viding that  no  person  shall  be  required  to  remove  any  fence  under 
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the  provisions  of  sees,  1384-1336,  except  between  November  1  and 
April  1,  nnless  the  same  shall  have  been  made  within  three  months- 
next  before  the  making  of  the  order  for  removal),  an  order  served 
September  27,  requiring  a  landowner  to  remove  his  fence  within 
forty-five  days,  and  an  order  served  October  25,  requiring  him  to- 
remove  it  within  thirty  days,  were  nullities,  where  such  fence  had 
not  been  built  within  three  months  of  the  making  of  the  orders. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Chip- 
pewa county :  A.  J.  Vinje,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

This  was  an  appeal  from  a  judgment  for  $10  and  costs,  given 
in  an  action  against  the  defendant  for  an  alleged  trespass 
in  cutting  down  and  removing  portions  of  certain  fences  De- 
cember 9,  1896,  upon  the  lands  of  the  plain tiflf,  to  wit,  lot  8, 
section  15,  town  28,  range  9  W.,  and  which  the  defendant 
claimed  were  in  a  public  highway  in  the  town  of  Lafayette, 
in  Chippewa  county,  in  a  road  district  over  which  he  was 
overseer. 

On  behalf  of  the  plaintiff  evidence  was  given  to  the  effect 
that  on  the  9th  of  December,  1896,  the  defendant  was  on 
the  tract  of  land  between  the  plaintiff's  place  and  one  Nel- 
son's, who  owned  the  forty  east  of  the  plaintiff's  lot,  being 
the  N.  W.  J  of  the  N.  W.  \  of  section  14  of  the  same  town, 
and  that  he  cut  down  a  wire  fence  that  day  between  the 
plaintiff's  land  and  Nelson's,  which  ran  north  and  south 
eighty  rods,  and  that  the  town  claimed  there  was  a  road 
there;  that  the  fence  he  then,  had  there  was  in  the  same 
place  as  the  one  the  defendant  cut  down.  The  wire  was  cut 
and  moved  awaj'^  into  plaintiff's  field.  He  had  a  fence  south 
of  his  barnyard,  and  one  north  of  it,  and  a  fence  running 
east  and  west  between  his  house  and  barn.  A  map  was  put 
in  evidence  showing  the  location  of  the  plaintiff's  house  and 
barn,  and  of  the  fences  cut  down  and  removed,  and  of  the 
garden. 

The  plaintiff  testified  that  the  road  had  been  traveled 
along  where  the  fence  was  that  had  been  cut  down,  some 
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three  years  previous;  that  when  the  defendant  came  there 
he  explained  that  the  town  wanted  him  to  cut  the  fence 
down  that  was  in  the  road.  He  testified  that  his  barnyard 
w^as  seven  rods  square,  and  one  of  the  fences  cut  down  was 
on  one  side  of  his  barnyard;  that  his  barnyard  and  garden 
had  been  from  the  first  where  they  then  were,  and  that  he 
had  had  his  barn  and  house  there  since  1888,  but  that  there 
was  no  road  or  appearance  of  a  road  there  then,  where  the 
line  was;  that  when  he  commenced  living  on  lot  8  the  travel 
was  directly  over  on  Nelson's  land,  east  of  plain tiflTs,  but 
after  the  town  board  came  and  laid  out  the  road  it  was 
along  the  north  and  south  line,  and  had  been  for  three  years. 
The  plaintiff  gave  evidence  to  the  effect  that  he  had  a  garden 
between  his  house  and  barn,  in  which  there  was  all  kinds  of 
stuff, —  strawberry  plants,  rhubarb,  etc.;  that  when  they 
came  there  to  lay  the  road  on  Nelson's  side  of  the  fence,  at 
that  time,  it  was  brush,  no  broken  land;  that  his  land  was 
broken  first;  two  or  three  years  after  that.  Nelson  changed 
his  line;  that  the  plaintiff  did  not  open  his  line,  but  main- 
taiqed  his  fence  there,  and  his  garden  extended  out  from  the 
house  to  the  line. 

The  defendant  admitted  that  the  fence  was  cut  on  the  line 
a  distance  of  about  eighty  rods,  and  that  forty  posts  were 
taken  down.  The  title  to  the  land  in  question  was  admitted 
to  be  in  the  plaintiff.  The  evidence,  as  contained  in  the  rec- 
ord, is  extremely  vague,  uncertain,  and  fragmentary ;  and  it 
is  almost  impossible  to  get  any  satisfactory  idea  of  the  real 
situation  and  relative  location  of  the  different  objects  men- 
tioned. On  behalf  of  the  defendant,  record  evidence  was 
given  showing  that  a  highway  had  been  laid  out  on  the  north 
and  south  line  May  27,  1802.  On  behalf  of  the  defendant, 
J.  S.  Crandall  testified,  in  substance,  that  he  was  chairman 
of  the  board  of  supervisors  in  1892,  and  was  present  when 
the  road  was  laid  out  on  the  line  in  dispute;  that  there  was 
a  fence  there,  as  there  is  now,  but  not  exactly  where  it  now 
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is;  that  there  was  nothing  to  interfere  with  laying  the  road 
there  west  of  that  line  or  on  the  line;  that  there  was  some 
garden  there,  some  corn,  and  a  strawberry  bed;  that  there 
was  space  for  a  highway  and  garden  after  the  land  for  the 
road  was  taken ;  that  the  fences  stood  east  of  the  line  in  May, 
1892,  and  stood  there  about  May  10, 1897. 

The  defendant  gave  in  evidence  an  order  of  the  supervis- 
ors laying  out  the  highway  in  question,  and  which  awarded 
$15  damages  to  the  plaintiff.  A  notice,  signed  by  the  su- 
pervisors and  directed  to  the  plaintiff,  dated  September 
26,  1893,  requiring  him  to  remove  his  fences  from  within  the 
bounds  of  said  highway  within  forty-five  days  after  the 
service  of  said  notice,  was  served  on  the  plaintiff  September 
27, 1893.  Another  like  notice  or  order  to  the  plain tiflf,  signed 
by  the  supervisors,  dated  October  25,  1896,  was  served  on 
him  on  that  day,  reciting  that  a  certain  fence  was  in  the 
center  of  the  said  highway,  describing  the  line  thereof,  and 
that  the  piece  of  land  that  lay  under  said  fence,  and  be- 
tween the  same  and  the  westerly  line  of  said  highway^  was  a 
part  thereof;  and  the  said  plaintiff  was  thereby  requested 
to  remove  said  fence  beyond  the  limits  of  said  highway 
within  thirty  days  of  the  service  upon  him  of  a  copy  of  such 
order.  It  was  also  shown  that  December  4,  1896,  the  de- 
fendant received  from  the  said  supervisors  a  notice  requiring 
him,  as  overseer  of  highways,  etc.,  "  to  remove  all  obstruc- 
tions that  encroach  upon  the  said  highway,"  describing  it; 
and  the  defendant  testified  that  after  he  got  this  notice,  and 
on  the  9th  of  December,  he  went  there  and  cut  down  the 
fence.  It  was  shown  that  the  fence  cut  down  was  a  little 
east  of  the  line  along  the  center  of  the  highway  for  about 
eighty  rods.  The  defendant  testified  that  he  cut  the  fence 
on  the  east  side  of  the  plaintiff's  barn,  right  on  the  line,  and 
on  the  north  side  one  rod  in;  one  piece  might  be  two  rods; 
that  the  fence  was  an  old  one.  That  it  was  taken  up  for  the 
distance  of  eighty-five  rods  in  length,  and  four  rods  at  the 
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north  end,  and  one  rod  at  the  south  end,  was  not  disputed; 
and  the  defendant  claimed  he  cut  the  parts  down  and  laid 
the  posts  and  wire  in  on  plaintiff's  land. 

The  court  charged  the  jury  that  the  notices  were  defect- 
ive, and  that,  no  proper  notice  having  been  given,  the  de- 
fendant could  not  go  in  there  and  tear  down  the  fence,  and 
that  the  jury  should  return  a  verdict  for  the  plaintiff  for  the 
amount  of  damages  he  had  sustained.  The  defendant  ex- 
cepted to  this  ruling.  The  jury  found  for  the  plaintiff  in 
the  sum  of  $10,  and,  a, motion  by  the  defendant  for  a  new- 
trial  having  been  denied,  the  plaintiff  had  judgment  on  th& 
verdict,  from  which  the  defendant  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  W.  H,  Stafford  and 
James  J.  Lunney^  and  oral  argument  by  Mr.  Stafford. 

Arthur  Gough^  for  the  respondent. 

PiNNET,  J.  The  evidence  was  quite  clear  to  the  effect 
that  the  highway  had  been  laid  out  over,  upon,  and  through 
the  inclosed  and  cultivated  lands  of  the  plaintiff,  and  that 
he  had  maintained  a  fence  from  an  early  day,  substantially 
continuously,  along,  west  of,  and  quite  near  the  said  north 
and  south  line  upon  which  thQ  highway  was  laid  out,  and 
that  he  resisted  and  opposed  all  attempts  to  open  said  high- 
way over  his  land ;  but  Nelson,  who  owned  the  land  east  of 
said  line,  afterwards  built  or  set  his  fence  back  from  said 
line  easterly  in  the  neighborhood  of  about  two  rods.  The 
result  was  that  the  public  travel  could  pass  along  said  line 
upon  the  lands  so  fenced  out  by  said  Nelson,  notwithstand- 
ing the  plaintiff  continued  substantially  to  maintain  bis 
fence  as  before.  There  had  evidently'-  been  a  considerable 
contention  between  Nelson  and  the  town  authorities,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  plaintiff,  on  the  other,  as  to  the  existence 
of  the  highway  in  question,  and  whether  the  plaintiff  should 
remove  his  fence  and  open  such  highway  for  travel  over, 
along,  and  upon  the  intervening  strip  between  his  premises 
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and  Nelson's  land,  where  he  had  maintained  a  fence,  as  afore- 
said, from  a  very  early  date.  It  will  be  seen,  therefore,  that 
the  evidence  did  not,  as  in  the  case  of  Barilett  v.  Beardmo7*ey 
77  Wis.  356,  show  that  the  alleged  highway,  as  against  the 
plaintiff,  had  become  such  by  user  or  dedication,  but  that 
the  rights  of  the  public  in  and  over  the  locus  in  quo  de- 
pended wholly  upon  the  validity  of  the  proceedings  in  lay- 
ing it  out  and  attempting  to  open  it  and  appropriate  it  to 
public  use  and  travel. 

By  sec.  1284,  R.  S.  1878,  it  is  provided  that  "whenever 
the  supervisors  shall  have  laid  out,  widened,  or  altered  any 
public  highway  through  any  inclosed,  cultivated,  or  improved 
lands,  and  their  determination  shall  not  have  been  appealed 
from,  they  shall  give  the  owner  or  occupant  of  such  lands 
notice  in  writing  to  remove  his  fences,  within  such  time  as 
they  shall  deem  reasonable,  not  less  than  thirty  days  after 
giving  such  notice;  but  no  person  shall  be  required  to  re- 
move such  fences  between  the  first  day  of  April  and  the 
first  day  of  November  in  any  year."  And  sec.  1337  pro- 
vides that  "  no  person  shall  be  required  to  remove  any  fence, 
under  the"  provisions  of  sees.  1334-1336,  inclusive,  "except 
between  the  first  day  of  November  and  first  day  of  April, 
unless  the  same  shall  have  been  made  within  three  months 
next  before  the  making  of  the  order  for  the  removal  thereof." 

The  laying  out  of  the  road  over  the  land  of  the  plaintiff 
-was  not  a  taking  or  appropriating  it  to  the  public  use.  The 
public  acquired  no  right  to  travel  upon  it  until  a  further  act 
-was  done;  that  is,  until  it  was  opened  by  order  of  the  super- 
visors. This,  under  our  statute,  is  necessary  before  the  pub- 
lic can  use  the  land  as  a  highway;  and  until  the  right  to  use 
the  property  is  vested  in  the  public  it  cannot  bo  said  to  be 
taken,  and  remains  private  property,  and  the  owner  can 
still  use  the  land  in  the  same  manner-  he  did  before  the  road 
was  laid  out.     State  ex  rel,  Evans  v.  James^  4  Wis.  411. 

The  orders  and  notices  show  upon  their  face  that,  when  • 
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they  were  made  and  given,  the  fence  then  existed  and  was 
maintained  as  contended  by  the  plaintiff,  and  there  was  no 
evidence  produced  by  the  defendant  to  show  that  the  high- 
way had  been  legally  opened  over  and  upon  the  plaintiflTs 
land,  or  that  the  fence  in  question  had  been  built  or  made 
within  three  months  next  before  the  making  of  said  orders 
for  the  removal  thereof.  Both  the  orders  or  notices  directed 
to  and  served  on  the  plaintiff  were  wholly  void,  for  the  rea- 
son that  they  required  him  to  remove  said  fence  between 
the  1st  day  of  April  and  the  1st  day  of  November,  the  first 
requiring  him  to  remove  it  within  forty-five  days  after  the 
service  thereof,  September  27,  1S93,  and  the  other,  served 
October  25,  1896,  requiring  him  to  remove  the  same  within 
thirty  days  after  such  service  on  him.  Both  orders  and  no- 
tices were  nullities.  State  v.  Egerer^  55  Wis.  527;  Stat^  r. 
Clai%  67  Wis.  229.  By  making  the  order  of  September  27, 
1893,  and  by  serving  a  copy  of  it,  the  supervisors,  as  the 
court  said  in  State  v,  Egerer^  supra^  required  the  plaintiff  to 
remove  his  fence  during  the  inhibited  period.  This  is  pre- 
cisely what  sec.  1337,  E.  S.  1878,  provides  shall  not  be  done 
between  April  1st  and  November  1st,  yet  the  order  in  ques- 
tion was  made  September  26,  and  served  September  27, 1893; 
and  the  same  was  true  as  to  the  order  made  and  served  Oc- 
tober 25,  1896. 

Until  a  valid  notice  or  order  had  been  served  upon  him, 
the  plaintiff  had  a  right  to  use  and  occupy  the  locus  in  quo^ 
and  to  maintain  his  fences  thereon  at  his  pleasure.  It  could 
not  be  considered  an  obstruction  to  the  highway  until  he 
had  been  lawfully  required  by  the  supervisors  to  open  it. 
As  was  held  in  State  v.  Clark,  supra,  the  service  of  Vj  void 
notice  would  not  set  the  time  running  against  the  defendant 
in  which  he  was  by  law  required  to  remove  his  fence;  and 
Taylor,  J.,  in  delivering  the  opinion  of  the  court,  said: 
"The  statute  is  clear  that  a  party  cannot  be  required  to  re- 
•  move  his  fences  from  within  the  boundaries  of  a  hi<fhwav 
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at  any  time  between  the  1st  day  of  April  and  the  1st  day 
of  November  in  any  year,  and  a  notice  which  requires  him 
to  remove  such  fences  within  such  dates  is  a  void  notice. 
E.  S.  sec.  1337;  State  v.  Egerer,  55  Wis.  527."  This  defect 
exists  in,  and  is  fatal  to,  both  notices.  For  this  reason  the 
defense  insisted  on  by  the  defendant  wholly  failed,  and  the 
circuit  court  properly  directed  the  jury  to  return  a  verdict 
for  the  plaintiff  for  the  amount  of  damages  he  had  sustained ; 
and  the  court  properly  denied  the  defendant's  motion  to  set 
it  aside  and  grant  a  new  trial. 

Other  questions  were  made  and  argued,  but,  upon  the 
whole  record,  it  is  entirely  clear  that  the  rulings  of  the  cir- 
cuit court  were  correct. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


98    495 
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1 106    427 

Master  and  servant:  Negligence:  Employment  of  incompetent  servant:    i  98  495 

Injury  to  fellow-servant  |l00_59< 

98         495 
The  complaint  stated  that  the  defendant  employed  an  incompetent   '   ^^^        2.50 
servant  to  take  charge  of  boilers  and  engines  in  its  blast  furnace, 
and  that  plaintiff  was  injured  by  a  negligent  act  of  such  servant 
in  the  line  of  his  duty.    Held: 

(1)  That  the  mere  allegation  that  the  servant  performed  a  par- 
ticular act  negligently,  and  plaintiff  was  thereby  iojured,  failed 
to  show  that  the  alleged  negligence  of  the  master  in  employing 
the  incompetent  servant  was  the  cause  of  the  plaintiff's  injury. 

(2)  That  the  employment  of  an  incompetent  servant  does  not 
render  the  master  liable  to  a  fellow-servant  for  an  injury  to  him 
caused  by  some  negligent  act  of  such  incompetent  servant,  unless 
the  injury  is  the  result  of  such  incompetence.  If  the  injury  be 
the  result  of  a  mere  act  of  negligence  of  the  incompetent  servant, 
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it  comes  within  the  rule  that  the  master  is  not  liable  to  an  em- 
ployee for  an  injury  caused  by  the  negligence  of  a  co-employee  in 
the  same  business. 

(3)  That  to^ render  mere  negligence  incompetence,  there  mast  be 
something  more  than  mere  failure  of  duty  as  to  a  particular  act 
There  must  be  actual  incompetency  to  do  the  work  properly, 
either  for  want  of  physical  or  mental  ability,  or  want  of  that 
mental  balance  and  ^If-control  that  enables  one  reasonably  to 
bring  into  use,  with  an  ordinary  degree  of  success,  his  intelligence 
and  experience. 

[Syllabus  by  Marshall^  J.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dodge 
<50unty:  James  J.  Diok,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed, 

Action  for  personal  injuries.  The  complaint,  omitting  for- 
mal allegations,  is  in  substance  as  follows:  On  the  21st  dav 
of  December,  1895,  the  defendant  had  a  totally  incompetent 
employee  by  the  name  of  Arndt,  engaged  as  an  engineer  in 
charge  of  the  engines  and  boilers  in  its  blast  furnace,  with 
knowledge  of  such  incompetence.  On  the  same  day  plaint- 
iflf,  while  also  in  the  employ  of  the  defendant,  without  fault 
on  his  part,  by  reason  of  wilful  negligence  and  careless  acts 
of  said  Arndt  in  turning  on  the  steam  to  a  boiler  in  which 
plaintiff  was  at  work  in  the  usual  course  of  his  employment, 
was  badly  burned,  scalded,  and  injured,  externally  and  in- 
ternally, whereby  he  was  made  to  suffer  great  pain  and 
inconvenience,  and  to  expend  large  sums  of  money  for  doc- 
tors' bills  and  nursing,  and  contract  obligations  for  such  par- 
poses,  notwithstanding  which  he  has  not  been  wholly  cured 
of  his  injuries,  and  they  are  to  some  extent  of  a  permanent 
character.  The  compensation  demanded  is  $20,000.  The 
angwer  admitted  the  injury  and  the  mann'er  in  which  it  was 
caused,  but  denied  that  Arndt  was  incompetent  or  that  the 
injury  was  caused  by  his  negligence  or  carelessness.  The 
answer  also  put  in  issue  the  alleged  extent  of  the  injury  and 
damage. 

At  the  commencement  of  the  trial  defendant's  counsel  ob- 
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jected  to  any  evidence  under  the  complaint,  which  objection 
was  overruled  and  due  exception  taken  thereto.  The  trial 
resulted  in  a  special  verdict,  by  which  the  jury  found,  among 
other  things,  that  negligence  of  the  defendant  or  its  serv- 
ants was  the  proximate  cause  of  plaintiff's  injury ;  that  Arndt 
was  incompetent;  that  plaintiffs  place  to  work  was  not  rea- 
sonably safe,  and  that  the  act  of  turning  on  the  steam  to  the 
boiler  in  which  plaintiflp  was  working  was  the  result  of  the 
carelessness  of  the  defendant  or  its  servants.  ,  The  damages 
were  assessed  at  $5,300.  There  was  a  motion  to  set  aside 
the  verdict  and  for  a  new  trial,  among  other  things,  on  the 
exception  to  the  overruling  of  the  demurrer  ore  tenus.  De- 
fendant appealed  from  the  judgment. 

G.  H.  Van  Alstine^  of  counsel,  for  the  appellant. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  MaZone  <k  Bach- 
hvher  and  Lawrence  dk  Lamoreux^  and  oral  argument  by  J.  E. 
Malone.  They  contended,  inter  aliay  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  engineer  in  charge  of  the  boilers  to  notify  any  person 
in  them,  when  he  was  going  to  turn  on  the  steam,  that  it 
would  make  the  place  in  which  they  were  at  woirk  danger- 
ous or  unsafe;  and  the  negligence  of  the  engineer  in  making 
such  place  unsafe  was  negligence  of  the  master.  Brahhita 
V.  C.  c&  N.  W.  B.  Co.  38  Wis.  289;  Smith  v.  (7.,  M.  <&  St.  P. 
R.  Co.  42  id.  520;  Doraey  v.  Phillips  cfe  C.  Const.  Co.  id.  585; 
Wedgwood  v.  C.  &  iT.  W.  B.  Co.  44  id.  44;  StstUr  v.  C.  <& 
jr.  W.  B.  Co.  46  id.  497;  Bessex  v.  C  c6  N.  W.  B.  Co.  45 
id.  477;  Hulehan  v.  G.  B,,  W.  <&  St.  P.  B.  Co.  68  id.  520.  A 
master,  who  hires  an  unskilful  and  ignorant  man,  knowing 
him  to  be  such,  and  places  him  in  charge  of  machinery,  un- 
necessarily enhances  the  usual  risks  of  those  employed  about 
it,  and  is  liable  for  injuries  caused  to  servants  employed 
about  such  machinery,  or  in  places  made  dangerous  by  the 
incompetent  servant  hired,  as  the  act  of  the  master  in  hiring 
such  unskilful  servant  makes  the  place  where  his  other  serv- 
ants have  to  work  unsafe  and  dangerous,  and  increases  the 
Vou»8— 83 
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usual  risk  of  their  employment.  Wood,  Master  &  S.  §§  345, 
348;  4:  Wait,  Act.  &  Def.  417;  Coomla  v.  New  Bedford 
Cordage  Co.  102  Mass.  572;  Chicago  &  N,  W.  R.  Co.  v.  Jack- 
son^ 55  111.  492;  Columbus  &  I.  C.  R.  Co.  v.  Arnoldy  31  Ind. 
175;  ^eegan  v.  -  Kavanaugh^  62  Mo.  230;  Strafdendorf  v. 
Ro8e7ithul,  30  Wis.  674;  Laning  v.  N.  T.  C.  R.  Co.  49  N.  Y. 
521;  FliJce  v.  B.  <&  A.  R.  Co.  53  id.  549;  Corcoran  v.  HoU 
lroo\  59  id.  517;  Foi^d  v.  Fltchiurg  R.  Co.  110  Mass.  240; 
Matthews  v.  Bully  47  Pac.  Eep.  773. 

Marshall,  J.  As  we  view  this  case,  the  decision  of  the 
question  raised  by  the  exception  to  the  ruling  of  the  trial 
court  on  the  sufficiency  of  the  complaint  is  decisive  of  the 
appeal.  The  only  negligence  of  the  defendant  alleged,  is 
that  of  knowingly  placing  one  Arndt,  an  incompetent  per- 
son for  the  work,  in  charge  of  the  engines  and  boilers  in  its 
blast  furnace,  where  such  plaintiff  and  servant  were  co-em- 
ployees. That  is  followed  by  an  allegation  that  the  injury 
to  the  plaintiff  was  caused  by  the  wilful  negligence  and 
carelessness  of  said  Arndt.  Without  the  allegation  of  incom- 
petence, it  could  not  seriously  be  contended  but  that  the  com- 
plaint sets  forth  clearly  a  case  of  injury  to  an  employee  by 
the  negligence  of  a  fellow-servant,  which,  under  one  of  the 
most  familiar  rules  of  the  law  of  negligence,  is-  damnum 
absque  injuria.  Uoth  v.  Peters^  55  Wis.  405 ;  Heine  v.  C.  dr 
JV.  W.  R.  Co.  58  Wis.  528;  Pease  v.  C.  cj6  N.  W.  R.  Co.  61 
Wis.  163.  So  the  effect  of  the  allegations  contained  in  the 
complaint  is  to  charge  negligence  of  the  master  without 
charging  that  such  negligence  caused  the  injury  complained 
of,  unless  it  can  be  said  that  there  is  a  sufficient  connection 
between  the  charfife  of  neGrlisrence  of  the  master  in  that  it 
employed  an  incompetent  servant,  and  the  charge  that  such 
servant,  through  his  negligence  and  carelessness,  caused  the 
injury  to  plaintiff,  to  leave  room  for  a  reasonable  inference 
that  such  negligence  and  carelessness  was  attributable  to  the 
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incoiupetency  alleged.  If  the  master  knowingly,  or  through 
want  of  ordinary  care,  employs  or  retains  in  his  employ  an 
incompetent  employee,  he  is  liable  to  a  co-employee  for  any 
injury  received  by  the  latter  in  the  common  employment, 
provided  such  incompetency  be  the  proximate  cause  of  the 
injury.  But  however  incompetent  such  servant  may  be,  un- 
less the  essential  causal  relation  exists  between  it  and  the 
injury  necessary  to  actionable  negligence,  the  master  is  not 
liable.  So  here,  if  the  injury  to  the  plaintiff  is  attributable 
to  the  negligence  of  Arndt,  it  does  not  reach  back  further, 
so  as  to  connect  with  the  alleged  negligence  of  the  defend- 
ant in  employing  Arndt,  but  stops  with  the  negligent  serv- 
ant as  the  real  producing  or  efficient  cause,  unless  the  mere 
act  of  negligence  comes  within  the  scope  of  the  term  incoin- 
peterhce. 

In  reaching  the  conclusion  here,  full  effect  is  given  to  the 
very  liberal  rule  for  the  construction  of  pleadings,  that  pre- 
vails under  our  system,  stated  in  the  recent  case  of  Millev 
V.  Bayer^  94  Wis.  123,  in  substance,  thus:  In  determining 
whether  a  complaint  states  a  cause  of  action  the  question  is 
not  whether  the  plaintiff  used  the  most  appropriate  language 
in  stating  his  case,  but  whether  the  language  used  will  per- 
mit a  construction  which  will  sustain  the  pleading,  and  to 
that  end  such  effect  should  be  given  to  its  allegations  as  will 
support  rather  than  defeat  it,  if  that  can  be  done  without 
adding,  by  way  of  construction,  material  words  not  neces- 
sarily implied,  or  giving  to  the  language  used  a  meaning 
that  cannot  be  reasonably  attributed  to  it. 

In  applying  the  foregoing  rule  it  is  important  to  look  to 
the  meaning  of  the  words  "incompetent"  and  "negligent," 
as  ordinarily  understood.  The  former  means,  want  of  abil- 
ity for  the  purpose  (Stand.  Diet.);  not  adequate,  sufficient, 
fit,  suitable,  or  capable  (Webst.  Diet.).  The  latter  means, 
careless,  heedless,  liability  to  omit  what  ought  to  be  done, 
want  of  attention  (Stand.  Diet.);  habitually  omitting,  care- 
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less,  heedless,  neglectful,  incompetent,  thoughtless,  or  regard- 
less (Webst.  Diet.).  So  it  is  clear  that  the  word  "  incompe- 
tent" signifies  either  ignorance  of  how  to  do  a  thing  perfectly, 
or  that  mental  make-up  or  acquired  habit  which  renders  one 
neglectful,  careless,  and  incompetent,  though  possessing  suf- 
ficient knowledge  and  experience  to  do  with  reasonable  care 
and  skill  the  work  in  hand.  In  such  circumstances,  the  in- 
attention or  carelessness  refers,  not  to  a  particular  act,  but 
to  general  character,  so  as  to  aflfect,  in  fact,  the  capacity  of 
the  person  for  the  work  he  is  employed  to  do.  So  laid  down 
in  Maitland  v.  Gilhert  Paper  Co.  97  Wis.  476,  where  very 
recently  we  had  occasion  to  discuss  this  subject.  It  was 
there  said,  in  effect,  that  a  competent  man  is  a  reliable  man, 
both  as  to  physical  and  mental  attributes  and  the  disposition 
with  which  he  generally  does  his  work.  So,  capacity  to  do 
the  work  properly  so  far  as  physical  ability  is  concerned, 
reasonable  knowledge  of  how  the  work  should  be  done,  and 
the  mental  balance  and  self-control  that  enables  one  reason- 
ably to  bring  into  use  his  intelligence  and  experience,  all  go 
to  the  subject  of  competency.  It  has  been  frequently  held 
that  proof  of  a  single  act  of  negligence  will  not  raise  an  in- 
ference of  incompetence.  It  must  necessarily  follow  that, 
ordinarily,  a  mere  allegation  that  a  person  was  negligent  in 
the  performance  of  some  particular  act  is  not  equivalent  to 
an  allegation  of  incompetence,  and  will  not  raise  an  infer- 
ence that  the  act  was  attributable  to  incompetence.  BdUi- 
more  Elevator  Co.  v.  Nealy  65  Md.  438;  Huffman  v.  (7.,  R. 
I.  i&  P.  R.  Co.  78  Mo.  50. 

From  the  foregoing  it  follows  logically  that  the  allega- 
tion in  the  complaint  before  us  that  the  turning  on  of  the 
steam  was  negligently  done  does  not  reasonably  admit  of 
an  inference  that  the  negligence  was  attributable  to  that 
incapacity  which  is  the  true  test  of  incompetency,  and  the 
result  is  that  we  must  conclude  that  the  complaint  fails  to 
show,  directly  or  by  reasonable  inference,  by  any  allegatioa 
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of  fact,  that  the  injury  complained  of  was  the  result  of  the 
incompetence  of  Arndt,  for  which  defendant  would  be  liable, 
but  does  show,  if  anything,  that  it  was  attributable  to  mere 
negligence  of  Arndt,  from  which  no  liability  of  defendant 
can  flow.  Therefore,  the  demurrer  ore  tenua  should  have 
been  sustained. 

By  the  CovH. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  further  proceedings  ac- 
cording to  law. 


98    501 
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Heminwat,  Eespondent,  vs.  Eeynolds  and  another,  Appel-na      ^^^ 

lants. 

February  8— March  i,  1898, 

(1)  Appeal  from  county  court:  Correction,  of  its  records,  (2-5)  Wills: 
Probate:  Jurisdiction:  Notice:  Proof  of  publication:  Mistake  in 
order:  Presumptions:  Becord, 

1.  Under  sea  4031,  R.  S.  1878  (providing  that  "in  all  cases  not  other-  • 

wise  provided  for,  any  executor,  administrator,  trustee,  or  any 
person  aggrieved  by  any  order,  judgment,  decree,  determination, 
or  denial  of  the  county  court  .  .  .  may  appeal  therefrom  to 
the  circuit  court,"  etc.),  the  circuit  court  has  jurisdiction  to  amend 
or  correct  the  records  of  the  county  court  upon  appeal  from  an 
order  of  that  court  denying  a  petition  for  their  correction. 

2.  Unless  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  proving  a  will  was  given  as 

required  by  sec  3787,  R  S.  1878,  all  subsequent  proceedings  based 
thereon  are  void  as  to  such  persons  in  interest  as  did  not  appear 
or  assent  thereto,  or  have  not  since  supplied  such  want  of  appear- 
ance by  acts  clearly  indicating  an  assent  thereto  or  ratification 
thereof. 
8.  Testimony  of  the  attorney  for  the  proponent  of  a  will  that  he  was 
present  when  the  will  was  admitted  to  probate,  and  remembered 
getting  money  from  his  client  which  he  paid  to  the  printer  of  a 
newspaper  for  printing  notice  of  the  proof  of  the  will,  and  that  an 
affidavit  of  the  publication  of  such  notice  was  made  and  filed  by 
him  with  the  county  judge,  but  that  he  did  not  pretend  to  remem- 
ber its  contents;  and  testimony  of  the  proponent  that  she  gave 
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such  attorney  money  to  pay  the  printer's  fees,  and  thought  she  re- 
membered seeing  the  notice  in  the  papers,  but  did  not  know  what 
kind  of  a  notice  it  was  that  she  saw,  are  held  sufficient  to  sustain 
a  finding  that  a  notice  was  published,  but  entirely  insufficient  to 
sustain  a  finding  that  a  proper  and  legal  notice  was  given, 

4k  A  decree,  entered  July  3,  admitting  a  will  to  probate,  recited  sab- 
stantially  that  notice  had  been  given  as  required  by  an  order  of 
June  6.  That  order  fixed  the  date  of  hearing  as  Saturday,  July  3, 
and  directed  publication  of  notice  "  according  to  law.*'  Saturday 
was  in  fact  July  4  and  a  legal  holiday  upon  which  the  court  could 
do  no  work.    The  form  of  notice  prescribed  by  statute  is:  "Notice 

is  hereby  given  that  at  the term  of  the  county  court  to  be 

held  ...  on  the  first  Tuesday  of ,  A.  D.  18—,  the  follow- 
ing matter  will  be  heard  and  considered,*'  etc.,  no  day  of  the  month 
being  mentioned.  Held,  that  the  inference  would  arise  that  the 
notice  as  published  fixed  the  day  of  hearing  either  on  the  first 
Saturda}*^  of  July,  or,  as  mentioned  in  the  order,  "on  Saturday  the 
3d  day  of  July."  In  the  first  event  the  notice  would  be  illegal,  and 
in  the  second  misleading  and  deceptive  and  therefore  insufficient 

5.  Where  the  jurisdiction  of  a  court  is  attacked  directly,  and  there  is 
no  prbof  of  the  facts  upon  which  the  question  of  jurisdiction  rests, 
no  intendments  in  favor  of  jurisdiction  can  be  mdulged  in  except 
such  as  are  supported  by  the  record,  if  the  record  attempts  to  deal 
with  that  question. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Dodge 
county :  W.  F.  Bailey,  Judge.    Heversed, 

Anselmo  Eeynolds,  then  being  a  resident  of  Dodge  county, 
in  this  state,  died  on  May  2,  1891,  leaving  a  will.  At  the 
time  of  his  death,  he  owned  a  small  amount  of  personal  prop- 
erty and  certain  real  estate  in  Dodge  county.  He  left  a 
widow,  a  daughter,  Cora  Heminwai/y  the  respondent,  a  son, 
Frank  S.  Reynolds^  and  a  daughter,  Mary  Calhoun^  all  of 
full  age.     The  w^idow  died  on  December  4,  1891. 

On  June  6,  1891,  the  respondent  presented  the  Eeynolds 
will  for  probate  to  the  county  judge  of  Dodge  county,  and 
on  that  day  the  judge  made  an  order  "  that  the  proofs  of 
said  instrument  be  heard  before  the  judge  of  this  court  on 
Saturday^  the  3d  day  of  July,  A.  D.  1891,  at  10  o'clock  in 
the  forenoon,  at  the  office  of  the  county  judge  in  May ville, 
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in  said  county."  The  order  further  provided  "  that  public 
notice  thereof  be  given  to  the  heirs  at  law  of  said  deceased, 
and  to  all  other  persons  interested,  by  publishing  a  notice 
according  to  law,  for  three  successive  weeks  prior  to  said 
day  of  hearing,  in  the  Dodge  County  Volksfreund,  a  weekly 
newspaper,  printed  and  published  at  Mayville,  in  said  county." 
On  Friday,  July  3,  1891,  the  will  was  presented  and  duly 
proven,  a  certificate  of  its  probate  duly  issued,  and  letters 
testamentary  were  issued  to  Cora  Beynolds  (now  Cora  Hem- 
mway)  as  residuary  legatee. 

On  October  27, 1894,  Frank  S.  Reynolds  filed  in  the  county 
court  of  said  county  a  petition  asking  to  have  the  probate 
of  said  will  set  aside  and  vacated.  On  January  29, 1895,  the 
respondent  filed  a  cross  petition  for  a  correction  of  the  rec- 
ords of  said  court  by  supplying  proof  of  the  publication 
of  notice  to  heirs  and  all  persons  concerned,  of  the  proposed 
probate  of  said  will.  On  the  same  day,  the  court  made  an 
order  requiring  the  parties  to  make  up  an  issue  for  trial,  and 
a  complaint  and  answer  were  accordingly  filed.  At  a  hear- 
ing, on  March  8,  1895,  the  county  court  denied  the  respond- 
ent's motion  to  correct  the  records  as  to  the  giving  of  notice 
of  the  probate  of  the  will,  and,  without  further  proof,  made 
an  order  vacating  and  setting  aside  the  probate  of  said  will. 
From  this  order  respondent  appealed  to  the  circuit  court. 

Upon  the  hearing  in  the  latter  court  the  only  matter  liti- 
gated seems  to  have  been  whether  the  notice  for  hearing  the 
proof  of  the  will  of  Anselmo  Reynolds  had  ever  been  given 
or  not;  and,  after  taking  the  proof,  the  court  found  sub- 
stantially that  such  notice  had,  in  fact,  been  duly  published 
and  proof  thereof  filed  in  the  county  court;  and  a  judgment 
was  entered  reversing  the  order  of  the  county  court,  and  re- 
storing and  reviving  the  order  admitting  the  will  to  probate, 
without  prejudice  to  the  right  of  Frank  S.  Eeynolda  to  pros- 
ecute his  petition  in  the  county  court  as  to  all  matters  not 
disposed  of  by  the  judgment.  From  the  judgment  so  en- 
tered this  appeal  is  taken. 
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For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  signed  by  Sawyer  cfr 
Sawyer^  of  counsel,  and  oral  argument  by  H.  W.  Sawyer  and 
J.  E.  Malone. 

De  W.  C.  Priest^  attorney,  and  Edwa/rd  S.  Bragg^  of  coun- 
sel, for  the  respondent. 

Bardeen,  J.  It  IS  insisted  that  the  circuit  court  obtained 
no  jurisdiction  to  amend  or  correct  the  records  of  the  county 
court  under  the  appeal  from  the  order  mentioned.  Sec  4031, 
R.  S.  1878,  is  comprehensive  in  its  terms,  and  seems  cer- 
tainly to  warrant  such  appeal.  It  says:  "In  all  cases  not 
otherwise  provided  for,  any  executor,  administrator,  trustee, 
or  any  person  aggrieved  by  any  order,  judgment,  decree, 
determination,  or  denial  of  the  county  court  .  .  .  may 
appeal  therefrom  to  the  circuit  court  for  the  same  county,*' 
etc.  The  act  appealed  from  was  within  the  ordinary  judi- 
cial functions  of  the  county  judge,  exercised  in  conformity 
•with  a  plain  provision  of  statute,  and  involved  a  substantial 
right,  properly  the  subject  of  review.  There  is  no  force  in 
the  argument  that  the  statute  as  to  appeals  does  not  apply 
because  the  provisions  in  regard  to  the  amendment  of  rec- 
ords are  grouped  by  themselves  and  separate  from  those 
portions  treating  of  the  general  powers  of  the  county  court. 

The  remaining  question  is  one  of  much  more  diflSculty.  It 
is  insisted  that,  upon  the  record  in  county  court  and  the 
proof  given  in  the  circuit  court,  there  was  nothing  to  show 
that  a  proper  notice  to  heirs  and  others  interested  was  ever 
given  of  the  application  to  admit  the  Reynolds  will  to  pro- 
bate, as  required  by  sec.  3787,  E.  S.  1878.  The  fact  is  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  no  proof,  by  way  of  affidavit,  of  the 
publication  of  such  notice,  in  the  record  of  the  county  court, 
nor  is  there  any  entry  relating  to  the  same  in  any  of  the 
books  in  his  office.  If  no  such  notice  was  in  fact  given,  all 
subsequent  proceedings  based  thereon  were  void  as  to  such 
persons  in  interest  as  did  not  appear  or  assent  thereto,  or 
have  not  since  supplied  such  want  of  appearance  by  acts 
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clearly  indicating  an  assent  thereto  or  a  ratification  thereof. 
O'DeU  V.  Bogera,  44  Wis.  136;  Melma  v.  PfiaUr,  59  Wis.  186. 
In  GiUbs  v.  Shaw^  17  Wis.  197,  where  an  administrator's  safe 
of  land  was  challenged,  the  sale  was  held  void,  because  the 
record  failed  to  disclose  any  notice  to  the  heirs  at  law  of  the 
time  and  place  of  the  hearing  of  the  application  for  leave 
to  sell.  In  this  case  the  giving  of  the  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  of  proving  the  will,  as  required  by  statute,  was  neces- 
sary to  give  the  county  court  jurisdiction  to  bind  the  parties 
in  interest.  Unless  we  can  say  from  the  record  itself  and 
the  proof  offered  that  such  notice,  in  fact,  was  given,  the 
judgment  of  the  circuit  court  cannot  be  sustained. 

The  will  of  Reynolds  was  presented  to  the  county  judge 
for  probate  on  June  6,  1891.  On  that  day  the  judge  made 
an  order  fixing  the  time  and  place  for  hearing  proofs  of  its 
due  execution.  F.  M.  Lawrence  appeared  as  attorney  with 
Mrs.  Heminway.  On  the  hearing  in  circuit  court,  the  for- 
mer testified  that  he  was  present  on  July  3d,  and  remem- 
bered getting  money  from  Mrs.  Heminway^  which  he  paid 
to  one  of  the  printers  of  the  Dodge  County  Volksfreund  for 
printing  notice  of  the  proof  of  the  will  of  Reynolds;  that  an 
aflBdavit  of  the  publication  of  the  notice  was  made  out  and 
filed  by  him  with  Judge  Lamoreux;  and  that  he  did  not 
pretend  to  remember  the  contents  of  the  notice.  Mrs.  Rem- 
inway  testified  that  she  gave  Lawrence  money  to  pay  the 
printers'  fees,  and  she  thought  she  remembered  seeing  the 
notice  in  the  paper,  but  did  not  know  what  kind  of  a  notice 
it  was  that  she  saw.  This  is  substantially  all  the  testimony 
to  be  found  in  the  case  relating  to  the  notice.  It  will  be 
noted  that  no  proof  was  offered  as  to  the  contents  of  the 
notice  or  the  length  of  time  it  was  published.  It  is  sufficient, 
however,  to  support  the  finding  of  the  trial  court  that  a  no- 
tice was  published. 

We  are  left  to  deal  with  the  substance  of  the  notice  on 
the  basis  of  inference.     These  inferences  must  be  derived 
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from  the  state  of  the  record,  and  the  recitals  found  in  the 
papers  and  documents  on  file.  In  the  order  for  hearing 
proofs  of  the  will  we  find  the  following:  "  It  is  ordered  that 
the  proofs  of  said  instrument  be  heard  before  the  judge  of 
this  court  on  Saturday^  the  3d  day  of  July,  A.  D.  1891,"  etc.; 
also,  "and  it  is  further  ordered  that  public  notice  thereof 
be  given  to  the  heirs  at  law  of  said  deceased,  and  to  all  other 
persons  interested,  by  publishing  a  notice  according  to  law 
for  three  successive  weeks,"  etc.  The  proceedings  were  had 
before  th6  county  judge  on  Friday^  July  8d,  instead  of  Sat- 
urday^ which  was  the  4th  and  a  legal  holiday.  The  caption 
of  the  decree  allowing  the  will  is  as  follows:  "  At  a  general 
terra  of  county  court  within  and  for  the  county  of  Dodge, 
and  begun  and  held  at  the  oflBce  of  the  county  judge  on  the 
1st  Saturday  of  July,  A.  D.  1891,  to  wit,  this  3rd  day  of 
July,  189  ."  In  the  body  of  the  decree  is  found  the  follow- 
ing recital:  "And  it  appearing  that  due  notice  of  the  time 
and  place  of  such  hearing  has  been  duly  given,  as  required 
by  the  order  of  the  court  herein  made  on  the  6th  day  of  Jane, 
A.  D.  1891."  The  decree  bore  date  "July  3d,  1891."  It  is 
not  claimed  that  the  order  for  hearing  the  proofs  of  will  was 
published  as  is  sometimes  the  practice,  but  that  some  kind 
of  a  notice  was  printed,  presumably  a  notice  in  conformity 
with  sec.  4050,  E.  S.  1878.  So  far  as  material  to  this  dis- 
cussion, the  form  of  the  notice  prescribed  by  this  statate 

reads  as  follows:  "Notice  is  hereby  given  that  at  the 

term  of  the  county  court  to  be  held  ...  in  said  county, 
on  the  first  Tuesday  of ,  A.  D.  18 — ,  the  following  mat- 
ter will  be  heard  and  considered,"  etc. 

We  have  referred  to  these  matters  at  length  because  the 
contention  has  arisen  that  the  recitals  in  the  record,  with  the 
})roof  offered,  are  sufficient  to  sustain  the  findings  of  the  cir- 
cuit court.  Unsupported  by  the  record,  the  evidence  is  en- 
tirely insufficient  to  support  a  finding  thata  proper  and  legal 
notice  was  given — First,  because  it  fails  to  disclose  anything 
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regarding  the  contents  of  th«  notice,  and  this  is  material  be- 
<»use  of  the  mistake  in  the  order  naming  the  day  of  the 
hearing  as  Saturday,  July  3d,  instead  of  Friday;  second, 
because  it  fails  to  show  that  the  notice,  whatever  it  was,  was 
published  for  three  successive  weeks.  The  authorities  are 
uniform  that,  in  proceedings  of  this  kind,  the  requirements 
of  the  statute  as  to  obtaining  jurisdiction  must  be  followed 
with  a  reasonable  degree  of  strictness.  It  is  also  true  that, 
in  an  action  like  this  directly  attacking  the  proceeding  of 
the  court  by  which  it  claims  to  have  attained  jurisdiction, 
there  is  not  the  same  liberality  of  intendment  to  support  the 
proceeding  as  in  cases  where  it  comes  in  review  collaterally. 
If  the  recitals  in  the  decree  allowing  the  will  had  said  that 
notice  had  been  given  according  to  law,  or  had  used  words 
of  similar  import,  we  should  not  hesitate  to  support  the  ju- 
risdiction of  the  county  court.  Such  recitals  Avould'  import 
a  compliance  with  statutory  requirements.  But  the  decree 
in  question  is  quite  imperfect  in  this  respect.  It  says  sub- 
stantially, that  notice  has  been  given  as  required  by  the 
order  of  June  6,  1891.  Turning  to  that  order,  we  find  the 
date  of  the  hearing  fixed  as  Saturday^  July  3d.  We  know 
that  Saturday  was  July  4th,  and  a  legal  holiday  upon  which 
the  court  could  do  no  work.  We  find,  further,  that  the  order 
directs  a  publication  of  a  notice  "  according  to  law."  Upon 
reference  to  the  form  of  the  notice  prescribed  by  law,  we 
discover  that  no  day  of  the  month  is  mentioned  in  it,  and 
that  such  hearings  are  usually  advertised  for  some  designated 
Tuesday  of  each  month.  We  are  thus  driven  to  the  infer- 
ence either  that  the  notice  published  fixed  the  day  of  hear- 
ing on  the  first  Saturday  of  July,  or  that  it  fixed  said  date 
^U3  mentioned  in  the  order,  on  "  Saturday,  the  Sd  day  of  July." 
The  Courtis  unanimous  in  the  opinion  that  a  notice  of  either 
kind  would  be  deceptive  and  misleading. 

As  before  remarked,  in  proceedings  of  this  kind,  which 
involve  the  disposition  of  large  property  interests  and  the 
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Bettlement  of  large  estates,  the  requirements  of  the  statute 
must  be  followed  with  a  reasonable  degree  of  strictness  in 
the  attempt  to  secure  jurisdiction.  Jurisdiction  cannot  be 
supported  upon  doubtful  and  uncertain  inferences.  If  the 
notice  in  question  followed  the  order  fixing  the  date  of  hear- 
ing, the  conclusion  that  a  person  glancing  at  it  might  easily 
be  deceived  or  misled  is  too  plain  for  argument.  If  the  time 
fixed  was  the  first  Saturday  in  July,  the  notice  was  clearly 
illegal.  The  deductions  to  be  drawn  in  either  case  are  not 
helped  out  by  the  parol  evidence  in  the  case. 

We  are  not  unmindful  of  the  rule  that,  where  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  a  matter  depends  upon  the  existence  of  certain  facts 
which  the  court  has  authority  to  determine,  its  finding 
thereon  is  final  and  conclusive  until  reviewed  in  a  direct  pro- 
ceeding. In  this  case  the  county  court  had  undoubted  juris- 
diction to  hear  proofs  of  the  will,  but  it  had  no  jurisdiction 
to  bind  parties  in  interest  unless  it  secured  that  right  in  the 
manner  provided  by  statute,  or  it  was  waived.  When  the 
day  of  hearing  a^rrived,  the  court  might  determine  for  itself 
whether  it  had  a  right  to  proceed  to  bind  all  parties  in  in- 
terest; but  that  decision  is  not  conclusive,  unless  supported 
by  the  facts.  Much  greater  latitude  of  intendment  is  in- 
dulged in  to  support  the  jurisdiction  of  such  courts  when  the 
matter  comes  up  collaterally  than  in  a  case  where  a  direct 
attack  is  made.  In  absence  of  proof  of  facts  upon  which  the 
question  of  jurisdiction  rests,  no  intendments  in  favor  of  ju- 
risdiction can  be  indulged  in  except  such  as  are  supporteti 
by  the  record,  if  the  record  attempts  to  deal  with  that  ques- 
tion. As  we  have  already  seen,  the  record  in  this  case  tends 
rather  to  confuse  than  to  aid  in  the  solution  of  this  question. 
We  cannot  give  our  assent  to  the  support  of  proceedings  so 
manifestly  irregular,  deceptive,  and  misleading  as  are  shown 
by  the  records  in  this  case. 

By  the  Court — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  is  remanded  with  directions  to  afiirm 
the  order  of  the  county  court. 
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Married  women:  Contracts:  Separate  estate:  Parties,  •  -    - 

1.  A  married  woman  who  has  no  separate  estate  or  property  of  any 

kind  and  is  not  engaged  in  any  kind  of  business  cannot  make  a 
binding  contract  to  repay  money  loaned  to  her  to  enable  her  hus- 
band, or  herself  and  husband,  to  go  into  business. 

2,  Under  sec.  2608,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats,  (providing  that  "where  a  mar- 

ried woman  is  a  party,  her  husband  must  be  joined  with  her,  except 
thati  when  the  action  concerns  her  separate  property  or  business, 
•  •  •  she  may  sue  or  be  sued  alozle  '*),  it  was  error,  in  a  case  not 
within  the  exception,  to  allow  an  action  against  husband  and  wife 
to  be  discontinued  as  against  the  husband  only. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Wauke- 
sha county:  James  J.  Dick,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  D.  H.  Sv/mneVy  and 
oral  argument  by  Mrs.  T.  M.  Sumner. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Ryom  dk  Mertorij 
and  oral  argument  by  E.  Merton. 

Cassoday,  0.  J.  This  action  was  commenced  in  March, 
1896,  against  the  defendant  Mrs.  Mjelde  and  her  husband, 
fl.  J.  Mjelde,  to  recover  $500,  with  interest  at  six  per  cent, 
from  April  16, 1893. 

The  original  verified  complaint  alleged,  in  effect,  that 
April  16,  1892,  at  the  special  instance  and  request  of  Mrs. 
Mjeldey  the  plaintiff  loaned  to  her  $500,  said  defendant  to 
secure  the  same  by  a  promissory  note  executed  by  herself 
and  her  husband  as  joint  makers,  payable  three  years  from 
said  date,  with  interest  annually  at  six  per  cent,  per  annum ; 
that  a  note  was  then  drawn  and  executed  by  Mr.  Mjelde, 
and  delivered  to  the  plaintiff  without  the  signature  of  Mrs. 
Mjelde^  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy: 

"  $500.00.  '  April  16th,  1892. 

"  On  or  before  three  years  after  date  I  promise  to  pay  to 
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the  order  of  Katie  Oallagher  five  hundred  dollars,  at  22& 
Main  street,  Waukesha,  Wis.,  for  value  received,  without 
defalcation  or  discount,  with  interest  from  April  16th,  1892, 
at  the  rate  of  (6)  per  cent,  per  annum  until  paid. 

"No.O. 

"H.  J.  Mjelde." 

The  complaint  also  alleged  that  the  plaintilBf  did  not  dis- 
cover the  omission  for  some  time  thereafter;  that  when  she 
did  she  immediately  requested  Mrs.  Mjelde  to  sign  the  same, 
as  agreed;  that  she  failed  and  neglected  to  do  so,  but  prom- 
ised that  she  would  see  that  it  was  paid  when  due;  that  she 
was  a  sister  of  the  plaintiff,  who  relied  upon  such  promise, 
and  retained  the  note  as  originally  delivered  to  her,  and  al- 
ways had  relied  upon  Mrs.  Mjelde  for  such  paj^ment,  which 
she  was  personally  liable  for;  that  no  part  of  the  note  had 
been  paid,  except  the  interest  to  April  16,  1893;  that  there 
was  due  and  owing  to  the  plaintiff  from  the  defendants  by 
reason  of  such  premises  $500,  with  interest  thereon  from 
April  16,  1893,  at  six  per  cent,  per  annum;  that  when  the 
note  became  due  and  payable,  April  16,  1895,  payment 
thereof  was  duly  demanded  of  the  defendants,  and  the  same 
was  refused  by  them. 

The  complaint  prayed  judgment  against  both  defendants 
for  the  amount  of  the  principal  and  interest. 

The  defendants,  by  an  answer  verified  by  both  of  them, 
jointly,  admitted  and  alleged,  in  effect,  that  they  were  then, 
and  at  all  times  in  the  complaint  named,  husband  and  wife, 
and  that  the  plaintiff  was  the  sister  of  Mrs,  Mjelde;  that 
April  16,  1892,  the  plaintiff  loaned  to  Mr.  Mjelde  $500,  and 
took  for  such  loan  the  note  mentioned,  and  which  was  still 
due  and  unpaid,  but  for  which  Mrs.  Mjelde  was  in  no  way 
bound  or  responsible;  that  they  denied  each  and  every  alle- 
gation in  the  complaint  contained  not  therein  specifically 
admitted. 

Upon  the  trial  of  the  action,  counsel  for  the  plaintiff  was 
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allowed,  against  the  objection  and  exception  of  the  defend- 
ants, to  dismiss  the  complaint  so  far  as  Mr.  Mjelde  was 
concerned,  and  to  amend  the  complaint  accordingly,  and 
by  surrendering  the  note  into  court.  The  complaint,  so 
amended,  was  substantially  as  stated.  Thereupon  the  de- 
fendant, Mr%.  Mjelde^  for  another  and  further  verified  answer 
and  defense,  alleged,  in  effect,  that  she  was  then,  and  at  all 
times  named  in  the  complaint,  a  married  woman,  living 
with  her  husband, —  one  of  the  original  defendants  in  this 
action, —  in  this  state;  that  she  had  not,  at  the  times  named 
in  the  complaint,  a  separate  estate  or  property,  and  was  not 
then,  never  had  been,  and  was  not  at  the  time  of  such  trial, 
engaged  in  any  separate  business  of  her  own. 

At  the  close  of  the  trial  the  jury  returned  a  verdict  in 
favor  of  the  plaintiff,  and  assessed  her  damages  at  $595.58. 
From  the  judgment  entered  thereon  the  defendant  Mrs. 
Mjelde  appeals. 

The  plaintiff  testified  to  the  effect  that  in  pursuance  of  a 
prior  conversation  with  the  defendant  at  which  she  had 
agreed  to  loan  her  the  money  to  be  secured  by  a  note  signed 
by  herself  and  her  husband,  she  took  the  $500  to  the  defend- 
ant's house,  April  16, 1892,  and  laid  it  on  the  table;  that  the 
defendant's  husband  was  present;  that  she  supposed  they 
picked  it  up,  of  course;  that  she  did  not  remember  which 
of  the  parties  picked  it  up  £rst,  nor  which  of  them  picked 
it  up;  that  the  defendant  then  was  married  and  lived  with 
her  husband;  that  she  had  not  at  that  time  any  separate  es- 
tate, nor  any  property  of  any  kind,  and  was  not  engaged  in 
any  business  of  any  kind;  that  she  understood  that  the  de- 
fendant or  her  husband  was  going  into  business,  and  that 
the  defendant  was  to  give  her  husband  the  money  to  do  it 
with;  that  they  had  told  her  that  they  were  going  into  the 
hotel  business,  and  that  she  loaned  the  money  to  the  defend- 
ant for  the  purpose  of  enabling  her  to  go  into  the  hotel  busi- 
ness, as  she  had  thus  stated;  that  the  defendant's  husband 
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gave  her  the  note  a  day  or  so  afterwards;  that  she  did  not 
discover  that  it  was  not  signed  by  the  defendant  until  a  year 
afterwards;  that  he  paid  the  first  year's  interest  on  it;  that 
August  29, 1893,  the  father  of  the  plaintiff  and  defendant 
died  testate;  that  after  his  death  the  defendant  was  inter< 
ested  in  his  estate  as  heir  at  law,  but  not  otherwise.  Thus, 
it  is  admitted  that,  at  the  time  of  the  alleged  loan,  the  de- 
fendant had  no  estate  nor  property  of  any  kind,  and  that 
she  was  not  engaged  in  any  kind  of  business.  The  most 
that  plaintiGTs  evidence  tends  to  prove  in  her  favor  is  that 
she  made  the  loan  to  enable  the  defendant's  husband,  or  her- 
self and  husband,  to  go  into  the  hotel  business  some  time 
thereafter.  The  defendant  testified  to  the  efifect  that  she 
never  had  any  conversation  with  the  plaintiff  about  borrow- 
ing money;  that  she  heard  a  conversation  between  her  hus- 
band and  the  plaintiff,  in  which  he  said  he  would  like  to 
raise  $500  and  go  west;  that  the  plaintiff  offered  to  loan  him 
the  money ;  that  he  offered  to  secure  her  by  a  mortgage  on 
their  furniture,  to  which  the  defendant  objected;  that  the 
plaintiff  then  said  that  she  did  not  want  any  mortgage,  and 
that  was  all  she  heard  at  the  time;  that  she  never  received 
any  of  the  estate  of  her  father,  and  had  no  separate  estate 
or  property  or  any  business  at  the  time  of  the  trial. 

Viewing  such  evidence  in  the  most  favorable  light  for  the 
plaintiff,  it  seems  to  be  insuffiQient  to  support  the  verdict, 
upon  the  principles  of  law  applicable  to  the  c^se.  Besides, 
the  court  overruled  a  demurrer  ore  ienua  to  the  complaint. 
That  complaint  contains  no  allegation  or  statement  from 
which  it  can  be  inferred  that,  at  the  time  of  making  the 
alleged  loan,  the  defendant  had  any  separate  estate  or  prop- 
erty, or  that  she  was  in  business  or  contemplated  going  into 
business.  The  most  that  is  alleged  is  that,  at  the  special  in- 
stance and  request  of  the  defendant,  the  plaintiff  loaned  to 
her  $500,  to  be  secured  by  a  note  to  be  executed  by  herself 
and  husband,  but  is  entirely  silent  as  to  what  was  to  be  done 


Wis.]  JANUAEY  TEEM,  1898.  513 

Gallagher  vs.  Mjelde. 

with  the  money.  .  Of  course  she  would  not  be  bound  at  com- 
mon law,  and  the  facts  alleged  do  not  bring  ber  within  any 
of  the  provisions  of  our  statute  enabling  her  to  make  a  bind- 
ing contract.  True,  our  statute  authorizes  a  married  woman 
to  receive  property  "from  any  person  other  than  her  hus- 
band, and  hold  "  the  same,  "  to  her  sole  and  separate  use," 
And  to  dispose  of  the  same.  K.  S.  1878,  sec.  2342.  So,  she 
is  entitled  to  her  "  individual  earnings  "  in  certain  cases.  Id. 
sec.  234:3.  So,  in  case  of  certain  conditions  as  to  her  hus- 
band, she  has  "the  right  to  transact  business  in  her  own 
name,  and  to  collect  and  receive  the  profits  of  such  business, 
her  own  earnings  and  the  earnings  of  her  minor  children  in 
her  charge  or  under  her  control,  and  apply  the  same  for  her 
own  support  and  the  support  and  education  of  such  chil- 
dren." R.  S.  1878,  sec.  2344.  So,  the  statute  has  expressly 
authorized  her  to  sue  in  her  own  name,  and  "  have  all  the 
remedies  of  an  unmarried  woman  in  regard  to  her  separate 
property  or  business,  and  to  recover  the  earnings  secured  to 
her  by  "  the  statutes  cited,  and  has  provided  that  she  "shall 
be  liable  to  be  sued  in  respect  to  her  separate  property  or 
business."  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats,  sec.  2345.  These  statutes, 
undoubtedly,  give  to  married  women  such  implied  powers 
as  are  necessary  or  convenient  to  carry  into  execution  the 
rights  and  powers  thus  conferred. 

The  furthermost  this  court  has  gone,  in  the  direction  of 
supporting  this  action,  is  to  hold  that  a  married  woman, 
having  no  separate  estate^  may  acquire  such  estate  by  pur- 
chasing property  of  ,any  person  other  than  her  husband, 
entirely  on  credit,  and  thereby  make  herself  liable  for  the 
contract  price  in  an  action  at  law.  Dayton  v.  WaUh^  47  Wis. 
113;  Krcmskop  v,  Shontz^  51  Wis.  204;  Cramer  v.  llavaford, 
53  Wis.  85;  BoiicJcv.  Enos,  61  Wis.  660.  The  principles  in- 
volved are  fully  covered  by  the  reasons  given  and  authori- 
ties cited  in  these  cases  and  the  more  recent  cases,  and  hence 
it  is  unnecessary  to  repeat  them.  Ftilhr  cfc  Fuller  Co.  v.  Mo- 
Vol.  98  — 33 
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Benry,  83  Wis.  573;  Gaynor  v.  Bhwitt,  86  Wis.  399;  2lud' 
lev  V.  Wzese,  95  Wis.  381;  Fraiike  v.  Neialer^  97  Wisu  364. 

The  statute  is  imperative  that,  "  where  a  married  woman 
is  a  party,  her  husband  must  be  joined  with  her,  except  that,, 
when  the  action  concerns  her  separate  property  or  business, 
•  .  .  she  may  sue  or  be  sued  alone."  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats, 
sec.  2608.  Since  the  case  does  not  come  within  the  excep- 
tion, it  is  obvious  that  the  defendant  could  not  be  properly 
sued  without  joining  her  husband,  and  hence  it  was  error  to 
allow  the  plaintiff  to  discontinue  the  action  as  against  the 
husband. 

By  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re* 
versed,  and  the  cause  is  remanded  for  a  new  triaL 
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Labdneb,  Bespondent,  vs.  Williams  and  others^  Appellants^ 

February  9— March  1, 1898, 

WilU:  Construction:  Power  to  mortgage:  Conveyance  by  person  Tiaving 
both  an  interest  and  a  power:  Reformation:  Judgment 

1.  By  his  will  a  testator,  who  left  a  very  small  amount  of  property 
and  a  very  large  family,  gave  all  his  property  to  his  wife,  to  be 
used  and  held  by  her  for  her  own  support  and  the  support  and 
education  of  their  minor  children  until  they  should  become  of 
age,  and  until  she  should  die  or  remarry,  the  balance  of  said  estate 
at  her  death  or  remarriage  to  be  divided  among  the  children.  The 
will  stated  that  it  was  expressly  intended  that  the  wife  should 
have  the  full  right  and  power  to  hold  the  property  and  the  testa- 
tor*s  business,  and  carry  on  the  same,  in  the  same  manner  as  he 
could  do  were  he  living,  and  that  she  should  have  the  right  to  sell 
and  dispose  of  any  and  all  of  the  property  as  she  might  deem  best 
for  the  use  and  purposes  aforesaid.  Held,  that  the  will  gave  her 
power  to  mortgage  the  property  as  well  as  to  sell  and  convey  it, 
[Whether  a  simple  power  of  sale  will  authorize  a  mortgage,  not 
determined.] 
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3.  The  common-law  rule  that  where  a  person  has  both  an  interest  and 
a  power,  a  conveyance  by  him  which  contains  no  apt  words  indi- 
cating an  intent  to  exercise  the  power  will  be  held  to  be  merely 
a  conveyance  of  the  interest,  and  not  an  execution  of  the  power^ 
was  not  changed  by  sec  2149,  R  a  1878,  providing  that  "every 
instrument  executed  by  the  grantee  of  a  power,  conveying  an  es- 
tate or  creating  a  charge,  which  such  grantee  is  authorized  by 
the  power  to  convey  or  create,  but  which  he  would  have  no  right 
to  convey  or  create,  unless  by  virtue  of  his  power,  shall  be  deemed 
a  valid  execution  of  the  power,  although  such  power  be  not  recited 
or  referred  to  therein." 

8.  A  mortgage,  executed  by  a  life  tenant  who  was  also  vested  with  a 
power  to  mortgage  the  fee,  which  did  not  refer  to  the  power  artd 
therefore  covered  only  the  life  estate,  may  be  reformed  so  as  to 
cover  the  fee,  where  both  parties  thereto  intended  and  agreed  that 
the  fee  of  the  land  and  not  the  mere  life  estate  should  be  mort- 
gaged, and  supposed  that  a  mortgage  in  the  usual  form  wquld  be 
a  valid  mortgage  of  the  fee  under  the  power. 

4  A  judgment  in  such  a  case,  based  on  findings  authorizing  a  reforma- 
tion, which  foreclosed  the  mortgage  and  ordered  a  sale  of  the  fee, 
in  all  respects  as  though  the  mortgage  had  been  reformed,  but 
contained  no  provision  specifically  reforming  it,  was  substantially 
a  judgment  of  reformation. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  county  court  of  Wauke- 
sha county :  M.  S.  Geiswold,  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  is  an  action  to  reform  and  foreclose  two  certain 
mortgages  upon  the  same  parcel  of  real  estate.  The  mort- 
gages, amounting  to  $2,000,  were  executed  by  the  defendant 
Lucina  H.  Williams  to  H.  K.  and  B.  G.  Edgerton,  a^ignors 
of  the  plaintiff,  and  were  in  the  usual  form,  purporting  to 
mortgage  the  fee  of  the  premises,  and  were  signed  simply 
Lucina  H,  Williama.  The  mortgaged  premises  were  origi- 
nally the  property  of  one  William  P.  AVilliams,  the  husband 
of  Lucina,  who  died  in  March,  1881,  testate,  and  the  plaint- 
iflf  claims  that  the  mortgages  should  be  reformed  so  as  to 
show  that  they  were  executed  by  Lucina  under  a  certain 
power  given  her  in  the  will  of  said  William  P.  Williams. 
The  defendants  deny  that  they  were  executed  under  said 
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power,  and  claim  that  only  the  life  estate  was  covered  by- 
said  mortgages  for  the  life  of  said  Lucina. 

The  court  found,  after  trial  of  the  action,  that  William  P. 
Williams  died  leaving  surviving  his  widow  and  eleven  chil- 
dren, the  oldest  being  about  tvventj^-live  years  old  and  the 
youngest  four  3'ears  old  at  the  time  of  the  father's  death ; 
that  be  then  owned  the  real  estate  mortgaged,  and  left  a 
last  will,  which  was  duly  probated,  and  which  contained  the 
following  clause: 

^  "Secondly,  I  hereby  give,  devise,  and  bequeath  unto  my 
wife,  Lucina  II,  Williams^  all  the  rest  and  residue  of  my  es- 
tate (after  the  payment  of  my  debts,  as  aforesaid),  to  be  used 
and  held  by  her  for  her  own  support,  and  for  the  bringing 
up  and  educating  and  support  of  all  my  minor  children  until 
they  shall  severally  become  of  age  (twenty-one  years),  and 
until  my  said  wife  shall  depart  this  life,  unless  she  shall 
sooner  marry;  and  at  her  death  the  balance  of  my  said  es- 
tate shall  be  divided  among  all  my  children,  equally  shared 
and  share  alike;  and  in  case  of  her  marriage,  then,  and  in 
that,  event,  such  division  of  my  said  estate  shall  be  then 
made  as  aforesaid;  but  in  no  event  shall  any  such  division 
of  my  said  estate  be  made  until  all  my  said  children  shall 
have  arrived  at  the  age  of  twenty  years.  It  is  hereby  ex- 
pressly intended  by  me  in  this  will  that  my  said  wife  shall 
have  the  foil  right  and  power  to  hold  my  said  property  and 
my  business,  and  carry  on  the  same,  in  the  same  manner 
and  in  accordance  with  her  own  judgment  and  discretion, 
as  I  could  and  would  do  were  I  living  and  present  in  and 
about  the  same.  Further,  that  she  shall  also  have  the  right 
to  sell  and  dispose  of  all  and  singular  of  any  and  all  of  my 
said  estate,  both  real  and  personal,  in  manner  and  as  she 
may  in  her  own  judgment  deem  best  for  supporting  herself 
and  family,  aforesaid,  and  carrying  on  and  management  of 
said  business,  or  any  other  proper  business,  for  said  pur- 
poses, during  the  time  she  may  hold  and  use  the  same,  and 
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my  said  wife  shall  have  and  hold  all  my  said  estate  and  dis- 
pose of  any  part  thereof  for  the  aforesaid  use  and  purposes, 
and  shall  have  full  and  complete  power  and  authority  to  sell 
and  convey  the  whole  or  any  part  thereof." 

The  court  further  found  that  the  real  estate  in  question 
-was  the  homestead  of  the  deceased,  and  continued  to  be  the 
home  of  Lucina  and  the  minor  children  after  the  death  of 
said  Williams;  that  Lucina  and  the  minor  children  had  no 
other  property  except  the  property  left  by  the  deceased, 
and  that  the  income  therefrom  was  small  and  insufficient 
for  the  support  of  the  family  and  the  education  of  the  chil- 
dren, so  that  it  became  necessary  for  Lucina  to  raise  money 
out  of  the  real  estate  left  by  the  husband  for  the  support  of 
herself  and  the  support  and  education  of  the  children,  and 
that  she  was  obliged  to  dispose  of  nearly  all  of  the  estate, 
except  the  land  described  in  the  mortgages,  for  such  purposes; 
that,  before  the  execution  of  the  mortgages  in  question,  she 
raised  the  money  necessary  for  her  support,  and  the  support 
and  education  of  the  children,  by  mortgaging  the  land  in 
question,  and  that  said  mortgages  were  released  and  became 
merged  in  the  mortgages  described  in  the  complaint;  that, 
at  the  time  of  the  execution  of  the  mortgages  described  in 
the  complaint,  she  bad  been  trying  to  sell  said  premises  to 
raise  money  necessary  for  her  support  and  that  of  the  fam- 
ily, and  had  been  unable  to  sell  the  same  except  at  a  sacri- 
fice, and  that  she  thereupon  executed  the  mortgages  in 
question  for  the  purpose  of  raising  the  money  necessary  for 
her  support  and  the  support  and  education  of  the  minor 
children,  and  that  the  consideration  of  said  mortgages  was 
paid  to  her  for  such  necessary  support  and  education,  and 
so  used  by  her;  and,  further,  that  said  mortgages  were  ex- 
ecuted and  delivered  with  the  intent  by  all  parties  to  mort- 
gage and  convey  the  fee  in  said  lands  as  well  as  the  life 
estate  of  said  Lucina  under  the  power  given  in  said  will, 
and  that  the  value  of  said  real  estate  did  not  exceed  $3,500. 
It  was  further  found  that  said  Lucina  has  remained  unmar- . 
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ried  since  the  death  of  her  husband,  and  that  all  the  allega- 
tions of  the  complaint  were  true,  and  that  said  mortgages 
avere  effectual  to  mortgage  the  fee  of  said  premises,  and 
that  the  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  the  relief  demanded  in  the 
complaint. 

Upon  these  findings,  judgment  of  foreclosure  and  sale 
Avas  rendered  adjudging  sale  of  the  fee  of  the  premises  as 
against  the  defendant  Lucina  and  the  remaining  defend- 
«.nts,  consisting  of  the  children  of  said  William  P.  Williams. 
From  that  part  of  the  judgment  adjudging  that  the  fee  of 
the  premises  be  sold  instead  of  the  life  estate  of  Zucinay  the 
■defendants  appeal. 

C.  H.  Van  AUtine^  for  the  appellants. 

John  A.  Eelly^  for  the  respondent,  argued,  among  other 
things,  that  under  the  will  the  widow  had  power  to  mort- 
gage. Jonea  v.  Jones,  66  Wis.  310;  Croft  v.  Bannuter,  9  id. 
503;  Marvin  v.  Titaworih,  10  id.  320;  Downey  v.  BisseU,  4 
Fed.  Kep.  55;  Giles  v.  Little,  13  id.  100;  McCreary  v.  Bom- 
lerger,  151  Pa.  St.  322;  Henderson  v.  Smith,  62  Fed.  Rep. 
708;  2  Washburn,  Eeal  Prop.  (4th  ed.),  655;  18  Am.  &  Eng. 
Ency.  of  Law,  942;  Gordon  v.  Preston,  1  Watts,  385;  Water- 
trnan  v.  Baldwin,  68  Iowa,  255;  Perry,  Trusts  (4th  ed.), 
f  768;  Loebenthal  v.  Jialeigh,  36  N.  J.  Eq.  169;  Kent  v.  Mor- 
rison,  153  Mass.  137;  Lancaster  v.  DoUin,  1  Rawle,  231; 
DuvaVs  Appeal,  38  Pa.  St.  112;  Pennsylvania  Co.  v.  Austin, 
42  id.  257;  Zane  v.  Kennedy,  73  id.  182;  Watts's  Appeal,  78 
id.  370;  3laurer*s  Appeal,  86  id.  380;  Campbell  v.  Poster 
Home  Asso.  163  id.  609;  Hill,  Trustees,  475;  StroughiU  r. 
Anstey,  1  De  Gex,  M.  &  G.  635;  Page  v.  Cooper,  16  Beav. 
596;  Ball  v.  Harris,  4  Mylne  &  C.  264;  Adams  v.  Pome,  59 
<ia.  769;  Colesbury  v,  Bart,  61  id.  620;  Starr  v.  Moulton,  97 
111.  525. 

WiNSLow,  J.  The  findings  of  fact  were  fully  proven  by 
<5lear  and  satisfactory  evidence,  and  it  is  not  deemed  neces- 
fiary  or  profitable  to  review  the  evidence  to  demonstrate 


Wis.]  JA]!fUAKT  TERM,  1898.  619 

Lardner  vs.  Williams  and  others. 

that  it  supports  the  findings.  The  questions  remaining  for 
consideration  are  purely  legal,  and  are  two  in  number,  viz.: 
(1)  Did  the  power  given  in  the  will  to  the  widow,  Ziicina^ 
authorize  her  to  mortgage  the  premises?  and  (2)  If  the  power 
to  mortgage  was  granted  by  the  will,  then  was  such  power 
exercised  by  the  execution  of  mortgages  which  contained 
no  reference  to  the  power?  and,  if  it  was  not,  could  such 
mortgages  be  reformed  and  made  effective  as  valid  mort- 
gages upon  the  fee  under  the  power? 

1.  The  widow  was  left  with  a  very  small  amount  of  prop- 
erty and  with  a  very  large  family  to  support.  It  clearly 
appears  by  the  will  that  the  testator  intended  that  his 
widow  should  have  a  life  estate  during  widowhood  in  all 
the  property,  and  that  she  should  also  be  clothed  with 
power  to  use  and  dispose  of  all  the  property  left  in  carry- 
ing on  a  small  mercantile  business  and  supporting  herself 
and  educating  the  children,  as  fully  as  the  testator  could  do 
if  living.  This  was  really  necessary,  under  the  circum-^ 
stances,  and  in  fact  was  the  only  reasonable  provision  which 
could  be  made  for  her,  in  default  of  giving  her  an  absolute 
fee.  The  question  is,  What  is  the  proper  construction  to  be 
given  to  the  provisions  of  the  will,  construing  it  all  together, 
and  giving  effect  t6  the  manifest  intent  of  the  testator  as 
shown  by  the  will,  in  the  light  of  the  surrounding  circum- 
stances. Hopkins  V,  Holt^  9  Wis.  228 ;  EastmarCB  Estate^  24 
Wis.  .556;  Lovass  v,  Olsori,  92  Wis.  616.  Applying  this  test 
to  the  will  in  the  present  case,  we  can  entertain  no  doubt 
that  the  intent  of  the  testator  was  to  give  his  widow  power 
to  mortgage  the  property  as  well  as  to  sell  and  convey  it. 
Otherwise  she  might  not  be  able  to  educate  and  support  the 
children,  and  would  not  have  that  full  right  and  power  "  to 
hold  the  property  and  business  "  and  carry  on  the  same  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  testator  could  do  if  living,  and  the  clear 
intent  of  the  testator  would  be  defeated.  Kent  v.  Morri- 
son, 163  Mass.  137,  10  L.  K.  A.  756.    In  so  holding,  we  are 
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not  to  be  understood  as  holding  that  a  simple  power  of  sale 
will  authorize  a  mortgage.  This  is  a  question  upon  Avhich 
the  decisions  are  not  uniform.  See  Perry,  Trusts  (4th  ed.\ 
§  768;  18  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  tit.  "Poweks,"  940, 
note  2.  We  simply  construe  the  language  of  this  will  as 
giving  thb  power  to  mortgage. 

2.  The  power  being  established,  we  proceed  to  the  second 
question,  which  naturally  divides  itself  into  two  questions, 
namely :  Were  the  mortgages  on  their  face  a  valid  execu- 
tion of  the  power?  and,  If  not,  was  a  case  made  for  their 
reformation,  so  as  to  be  valid  under  the  power? 

The  widow  had  a  life  estate  during  widowhood,  and  a 
power  of  sale  over  the  same  land.  The  well-established  rule 
at  common  law  is  that  where  a  person  has  both  an  interest 
and  a  power,  a  convej^ance  which  contains  no  apt  words  in- 
dicating an  intent  to  exercise  the  power  will  be  held  to  be 
merely  a  conveyance  of  the  interest,  and  not  an  execution 
of  the  power.  4  Kent,  Comm.  334,  335;  Sugden,  Powers^ 
ch.  6,  sec.  8;  Mut  L,  Ins,  Co,  v.  Shipman^  119  IS".  Y.  324. 
This  rule  was  recognized  and  adopted  in  this  state  in  case 
of  a  quitclaim  deed  made  by  a  life  tenant  who  had  a  power 
to  convey  the  fee.  Towle  v.  Ewing^  23  Wis.  336.  It  might 
seem  that  this  rule  was  changed  by  sec.  2149,  R.  S.  1878, 
which  is  the  same  as  sec.  51,  ch.  85,  R.  S.  1858,  and  reads  as 
follows:  "Every  instrument  executed  by  the  grantee  of  a 
power,  conveying  an  estate  or  creating  a  charge,  which  such 
grantee  is  authorized  by  the  power  to  convey  or  create,  but 
which  he  would  have  no  right  to  convey  or  create,  unless  by 
virtue  of  his  power,  shall  be  deemed  a  valid  execution  of  the 
power,  although  such  power  be  not  recited  or  referred  to 
therein."  The  same  statutory  provision,  in  substance,  ex- 
ists in  New  York,  and  the  court  of  appeals'  of  that  state,  in 
passing  upon  it  in  a  case  almost  identical  with  the  one  at 
bar,  held  that  the  statute  was  intended  "  to  provide  that,, 
whenever  a  single  power  exists  under  which  a  grantor  may 
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convey  or  mortgage  real  estate,  his  conveyance  is  attribu- 
table to  the  exercise  of  the  power,"  but  that  it  was  not  in- 
tended thereby  to  change  the  long-existing  rule  that,  if  a 
grantor  possessed  an  interest  as  well  as  a  power,  his  mere 
conveyance,  without  reference  to  the  power,  would  be  held 
to  apply  only  to  his  interest.  Mut.  Z.  Ins,  Co.  v,  Shipman^ 
supra.  Such,  also,  is  the  apparent  effect  of  the  decision  of 
this  court  in  the  case  of  Towle  v.  JEwing^  supra^  although 
the  statute  was  not  referred  to  in  that  case.  We  are  con- 
tent to  adopt  this  construction,  and  therefore  hold  that  the 
mortgages,  upon  their  face  containing  no  reference  lo  the 
power,  only  cover  the  life  estate  of  Lucina  H.  Williams. 

This  conclusion,  however,  does  not  preclude  the  possibility 
of  reformation  of  the  instruments  as  between  the  parties,  if 
a  proper  case  for  reformation  be  made.  Such  an  instrument 
is  fully  as  susceptible  to  reformation  as  any  other  convey- 
ance, where  no  rights  of  third  persons  have  intervened.  If 
the  understanding  was  that  the  mortgages  should  be  exe- 
cuted under  the  power  granted  by  the  will,  and  should  cover 
the  fee,  and  by  mistake  or  ignorance  of  the  scrivener  they 
were  not  made  in  the  proper  form  to  carry  out  the  agree- 
ment, then  a  court  of  equity  has  power  to  reform  and  en- 
force thfem  as  contemplated  and  agreed  by  the  parties.  Such 
errors  as  these  are  very  frequently  corrected  by  a  court  of 
equity,  and  there  have  been  marked  examples  of  the  exer- 
cise of  this  beneficent  power  by  this  court.  Green  Bay  c& 
M.  Canal  Co.  v.  Hewitt,  62  Wis.  316;  Silhar  v.  Ryder,  63 
Wis.  106;  Whitmore  v.  Hay,  85  Wis.  240;  2  Pomeroy,  Eq. 
Jur.  §  845. 

In  the  present  case  it  was  conclusively  shown,  not  only  by 
the  circumstances  but  by  direct  evidence,  that  both  mort- 
gagor and  mortgagees  intended  and  agreed-that  the  fee  of 
the  land  should  be  mortgaged,  and  not  the  mere  life  estate^ 
and  that  they  knew  that  the  power  to  mortgage  came  from 
the  provisions  of  the  will,  and  that  they  supposed  that  a 
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mortgage  in  usual  form  would  be  sufficient  to  make  a  valid 
mortgage  on  the  fee  under  the  will.  No  lawyer  was  con- 
sulted, but  one  of  the  mortgagees  drew  the  papers,  and  did 
not  suppose  it  necessary  to  recite  the  power,  but  thought  an 
ordinary  mortgage  would  be  sufficient.  If  a  court  of  equity 
could  not  relieve  the  mortgagee  under  such  circumstances, 
and  make  the  agreement  what  it  was  intended  to  be,  it 
would  be  a  reproach  to  the  law.  The  court  found  that  the 
intent  of  the  parties  was  to  execute  the  power  and  mortgage 
the  fee,  and  that  by  mistake  the  papers  were  drawn  with- 
out reference  to  the  power,  and  that  the  plaintiff  was  en- 
titled to  the  relief  prayed  in  his  complaint,  a  part  of  which 
consisted  in  the  reformation  of  the  mortgages. 

We  do  not  find  that  the  judgment  contains  any  provision 
specifically  reforming  the  mortgages,  but  it  adjudges  fore- 
closure  and  sale  of  the  fee  in  all  respects  as  though  the 
mortgages  were  reformed,  and  we  regard  this  judgment^ 
under  the  findings,  as  amounting  substantially  to  a  judg- 
ment of  reformation. 

By  the  Court. —  Judgment  affirmed. 


\m  ^       MoOoRMioz,  Plaintiff  in  error,  vs.  Cleveland,  Defendant  in 
'^  m  error. 

1  98  522I  February  10  —  March  i,  1898. 

|109    395|  n  * 

Justices^  courts:  De  facto  officer:  Presumptions:  CcUqteral  attack. 

Where  there  is  the  office  of  justice  of  the  peace  in  a  municipal  cor- 
poration, and  a  judgment  rendered  by  a  person  purporting  to  act 
as  such  justice,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  to  the  contrary  it  will 
be  presumed,  in  favor  of  such  judgment,  that  the  person  so  act- 
ing was  in  possession  of  the  office,  hence  at  least  a  de  facto  jus- 
tice, and  the  judgment  not  open  to  collateral  attack. 
[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.J 
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Error  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Brown 
county :  S.  D.  Hastings,  Jr.,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed.  • 

For  the  plaintiflf  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  Sheridan  & 
Evans^  and  oral  argument  by  TF.  Z.  Evans.  To  the  point 
that  the  circuit  court  will  take  cognizance  of  who  are  jus- 
tices of  the  peace  in  the  county  where  the  court  is  held,  and 
of  who  are  incumbents  of  oflBces  under  general  statutes,  they 
cited  Bradner,  Ev.  (1st  ed.),  92;  1  Kice,  Ev.  26,  and  cases 
cited;  12  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  179,  and  cases  cited. 

For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  Calkins 
<&  McGruer  and  Sol.  P.  Huntington^  anil  oral  argument  by 
Z.  A.  Calkins. 

Marshall,  J.  The  record  returned  to  this  court  discloses 
a  judgment  against  the  defendant  [plaintiff  in  error],  ren- 
dered before  one  William  Hood,  as  justice  of  the  peace  of 
the  city  of  Green  Bay,  an  appeal  in  due  form  from  such 
judgment  to  the  circuit  court  for  Brown  county,  and,  as  the 
result  of  the  trial  in  the  circuit  court,  a  judgment  for  plaintiff 
[defendant  in  error]  for  $80  damages  and  $35  costs.  There 
is  no  bill  of  Exceptions,  therefore  the  writ  of  error  brings 
here^  properly,  only  the  judgment  and  the  pleadings,  verdict, 
orders,  and  papers  on  which  it  was  based  and  which  affect  it. 
Donkle  V.  Milem^  88  Wis.  33.  Affidavits,  orders,  and  proceed- 
ings after  judgment  do  not  affect  it,  form  no  part  of  the  record 
in  the  absence  of  a  bill  of  exceptions  making  them  such,  and 
cannot  be  considered,  though  included  in  the  return  to  the 
writ  of  error. 

The  sole  question  for  discussion  on  the  record,  as  we  find 
it,  is.  Does  it  support  the  judgment  ?  The  ground  upon  which 
plaintiff  in  error  contends  it  does  not,  is  that  the  case  came 
to  the  circuit  court  by  appeal  from  a  judgment  rendered  by 
William  Hood,  pretending  to  act  as  justice  of  the  peace  of 
the  city  of  Green  Bay,  but  that  the  circuit  court  acquired 
no  jurisdiction  because  Hood  was  not  such  justice,  and  was 
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not  in  possession  of  the  oflBce  of  justice  of  the  peace  of  such 
city,  therefore  neither  a  de  facto  nor  a  dejure  officer;  that 
he  was  elected  justice  of  the  peace  of  the  city  of  Ft.  Howard, 
which  ceased  to  exist  as  a  corporation  as  a  result  of  a  vote 
on  the  question  of  its  annexation  to  the  city  of  Green  Bay; 
that  the  charter  of  the  city  of  Green  Bay  provides  for  three 
justices  of  the  peace,  and  that  there  were  duly  elected  and 
qualified  justices  in  possession  of  all  the  offices  at  the  time 
Hood  pretended  to  act  in  the  rendition  of  the  judgment  in 
question ;  but  such  facts,  if  they  exist,  do  not  appear  by  the 
record. 

If  Hood  was  a  dejure  or  a  de  facto  justice  of  the  peace, 
his  jurisdiction  for  the  purposes  of  this  case  was  complete. 
There  was  such  an  office  as  justice  of  the  peace  of  the  city 
of  Green  Bay.  The  record  shows  that  Hood  rendered  the 
judgment  pretending  to  act  as  such  justice.  In  the  absence 
of  evidence  to  the  contrar}'^  it  must  be  presumed  in  favor  of 
his  acts  that  he  was  in  the  actual  possession  of  the  office,  the 
duties  of  which  he  assumed  the  right  to  perform.  Such 
facts  constitute  all  the  essentials  of  a  de  facto  officer.  There- 
fore, it  conclusively  appears,  looking  to  the  record  alone,  that 
Hood  was  at  least  a  de  facto  officer,  and  hence  his  acts  as 
such  are  not  open  to  collateral  attack.  In  re  Boyle^  9  Wis. 
264;  Laver  v,  McGlachlin^  28  Wis.  364.  This  appears  to  be 
all  that  need  be  said  in  deciding  this  case.  The  question 
presented  involves  a  proposition  the  decision  of  which  turns 
on  a  principle  so  elementary  that  any  discussion  of  the  sub- 
ject appears  to  be  unnecessary. 

By  the  Court. —  Judgment  affirmed. 
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WiNDRoss,  Respondent,  vs.  McKillop  and  another,  Appel-      m  ^ 

1        .  6102  861 

lants.  ' 

February  10^  March  1, 1898, 

Appeal:  Failure  to  apply  for  correction  of  manifest  error:  Costs. 

An  appeal  from  a  judgment  of  foreclosure  on  the  sole  ground  that  it 
provides  that  the  amount  due  thereon  shall  bear  interest  at  a  rate 
in  excess  of  the  minimum  legal  rate,  in  violation  of  sec  3164.  R.  S. 
1878,  as  amended  by  eh.  303,  Laws  of  1891,  is  without  merit  where 
the  attention  of  the  trial  court  was  not  called  to  the  obvious  mis- 
take; and  on  reversal  of  the  judgment,  as  required  by  Supreme 
Court  Rule  XXXII,  no  costs  will  be  allowed  except  that  respondent 
^ill  be  required  to  pay  the  fees  of  the  clerk  of  this  court. 

Appea^l  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Oconto 
county:  S.  D.  Hastings,  Jr.,  Circuit  Judge.  Affirmed  in 
part;  reversed  in  part 

The  plaintiff  commenced  this  action  to  foreclose  a  mort- 
gage executed  by  the  defendant  McKillop.  Personal  service 
was  had  on  all  of  the  defendants.  The  defendant  McKillop 
suflfered  default,  and  the  other  defendants  appeared  but  put 
in  no  answer.  Due  notice  of  application  for  judgment  was 
given,  and  on  December  21,  1896,  judgment  of  foreclosure 
was  entered.  The  note  secured  by  the  mortgage  bore  in- 
terest at  eight  per  cent,  per  annum,  and,  by  inadvertence, 
plaintiflP's  attorney  included  a  provision  in  the  judgment  that 
the  amount  due  thereon  should  bear  interest  at  that  rate. 
Defendants  McKillop  and  the  Kolt  Lumber  Company  appeal 
from  said  judgment. 

For  the  appellants  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  briefs 
of  Reinhart  &  Truddl. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Morrow  &  Lynchy 
attorneys,  and  Sheridan  (&  JEvans,  of  counsel,  and  oral  argu- 
ment by. IF.  Z.  Evans. 


526  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISOONSIK  [98 

Cook  vs.  McComb  and  others. 

Bardeen,  J.  Sec.  3164,  R.  S.  1878,  as  amended  by  ch.  303, 
Laws  of  1891,  provides  that  the  amount  adjudged  to  be  due 
in  any  judgment  for  the  foreclosure  of  a  mortgage  shall  draw 
interest  at  the  rate  provided  to  be  paid  on  the  mortgage 
debt,  hut  shall  not  exceed  the  minimum  legal  rate  of  interest. 
Sec.  1688,  R.  S.  1878,  as  amended  by  ch.  61,  Laws  of  1893, 
fixes  the  minimum  rate  of  interest  at  six  per  cent.  It  was 
therefore  error  for  the  plaintiff  to  include  any  greater  rate 
of  interest  in  the  judgment  than  six  per  cent.  It  was  error, 
however,  which  the  trial  court  would  have  corrected  on 
mere  suggestion,  had  its  attention  been  called  to  it,  and 
would  thus  have  saved  all  parties  the  expense  of  an  appeal 
to  this  court.  The  failure  to  do  so  leaves  the  appeal  with- 
out merit.  Rule  XXXII  of  this  court,  however,  requires  us 
to  reverse  the  judgment. 

By  the  Court. —  That  portion  of  the  judgment  requiring 
eight  per  cent,  interest  on  the  amount  found  due  is  reversed, 
and  the  cause  is  remanded  to  the  circuit  court  with  direc- 
tions to  so  modify  the  judgment  as  to  bear  interest  at  the 
legal  rate.  No  costs  will  be  allowed  except  that  respondent 
must  pay  the  fees  of  the  clerk  of  this  court  The  remain- 
der of  the  judgment  is  afiirmed. 


98  6361 

99  305| 

9^-^  CooK,  Appellant,  vs.  McComb  and  others,  Respondents. 

105    613        ^ 

m  eifti  Februai-y  lO^March  1, 1898. 

m  6171 

Ejectment:  Invalid  tax  title:  Rights  under  tax  deeds  obtained  subsequent 
to  trial:  New  trial:  Estoppel 

1.  Sec.  8087,  S.  &  Bw  Ann.  Stat&  (providing  in  effect  that  in  ejectment, 
when  plaintiff  is  entitled  to  recover  by  reason  of  the  invalidity  of 
any  tax  deed  under  which  defendant  claims  title,  be  shall  be  re- 
quired, except  in  certain  cases,  as  a  condition  precedent  to  judg- 
ment in  his  favor,  to  pay  to  the  defendant  **  the  amount  for  which 
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such  land  was  sold,  and  the  costs  of  executing  and  recording  such 
tax  deed,  and  the  amount  paid  by  the  defendant  for  taxes  assessed 
upon  such  premises  subsequent  to  said  sale,  with  interest  on  all 
such  sums  at  the  rate  of  twenty-five  per  centum  per  annum  from 
the  time  so  paid  until  the  date  of  the  verdict,"  subject  to  setoflf)» 
shows  a  legislative  intent  to  have  the  judgment  conclude  all  fur- 
ther controversy  as  to  any  claim  by  such  defendant  on  account  of 
any  of  such  taxes.  The  propriety  of  allowing  a  new  trial  for  the 
purpose  of  permitting  the  defendant  to  set  up  other  tax  deeds, 
based  upon  certificates  of  sales  for  subsequent  taxes,  where  such 
certificates  were  held  by  him  at  the  time  of  the  trial,  is  therefore 
questioned. 
2l  a  party  is  estopped  to  obj[ect  to  the  granting  of  a  new  trial  by  ac- 
cepting the  costs  imposed  on  the  other  party  as  a  condition  of 
granting  it 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Oconta 
county:  S.  D.  Hastings,  Jr.,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

W.  H.  Webster^  for  the  appellant. 

For  the  respondents  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  jE  J.  Ooodrich,  He  contended,  inter  dliay  that  it  was 
not  the  duty  of  the  defendants  to  pay  taxes  assessed  upon 
the  lands  before  they  acquired  an  interest  in  them.  There 
was  nothing  in  the  way  of  their  taking  tax  deeds  upon  cer- 
tificates of  sales  for  taxes  assessed  prior  to  1887.  The  first 
deed  being  invalid,  they  were  at  liberty  to  take  other  deeds. 
Lyhrand  v.  Ilaney^  31  Wis.  230;  1  Blackwell,  Tax  Titles, 
§§  567,  607;  Cooley,  Taxation  (1st  ed.),  349,  350;  Oswald  v. 
Wolf,  129  111.  200 ;  Eaton  v.  North,  29  Wis.  75 ;  Hart  v.  Smith, 
44  id.  213. 


Cassoday,  0.  J.  This  is  an  action  of  ejectment  to  recover 
four  forties  of  land,  commenced  by  the  owner  of  the  original 
title,  April  29,  1889,  against  the  defendants,  who  answered, 
claiming  title  under  and  by  virtue  of  a  tax  deed  executed 
and  recorded  May  14,  1887,  upon  the  tax  sale  of  1880  for 
the  taxes  of  1879.  That  action  was  first  tried  April  17, 1890, 
and  on  that  trial  the  court  made  and  filed  findings  May  2, 
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1890,  to  the  effect  that  the  tax  deed  was  valid.  Subse- 
quently the  trial  judge,  having  his  attention  called  to  the 
fact  that  he  had  overlooked  certain  documentary  evidence, 
set  aside  such  findings,  and  made  and  filed  new  findings 
June  2,  1890,  to  the  eflfect  that  said  tax  deed  was  null  and 
void  on  account  of  errors  and  defects  in  the  proceedings  on 
which  it  was  based,  not  going  to  the  validity  of  the  assess- 
ment nor  affecting  the  groundwork  of  the  tax,  and  ordered 
judgment  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff  on  condition  that  he  pay  to 
the  defendants  $67.87,  with  interest  from  June  2, 1890,  within 
ninety  days  from  that  date,  and,  in  default  thereof,  that 
the  defendants  have  judgment  dismissing  the  complaint,  and 
that,  upon  payment  of  such  an  amount,  judgment  be  entered 
for  the  plaintiff  in  accordance  with  such  findings.  There- 
upon the  defendants  petitioned  the  trial  court  to  set  aside 
such  findings,  and  for  leave  to  file  and  serve  a  proposed  sup- 
plemental answer,  and  for  a  new  trial  of  the  action.  By 
such  proposed  supplemental  answer  the  defendants  claimed 
title  to  the  premises,  under  and  by  virtue  of  three  tax  deeds 
executed  and  recorded  April  22,  1890, —  one  on  the  tax  sale 
of  1883  for  the  taxes  of  1882,  another  on  the  tax  sale  of  1885 
for  the  taxes  of  1884,  and  the  other  on  the  tax  sale  of  1886 
for  the  taxes  of  1885. 

Upon  the  hearing  of  such  application,  the  trial  court,  June 
30, 1890,  ordered  that  such  findings  be,  and  the  same  thereby 
were,  set  aside,  and  a  new  trial  awarded ;  that  the  defendants 
have  leave  to  file  their  proposed  supplemental  answer  on 
condition  that  tbe  defendants  pay  tbe  plaintiff's  costs  of  ac- 
tion, to  be  taxed  by  the  clerk,  together  with  $10,  costs  of 
such  motion.  Thereupon  the  plaintiff  accepted  such  costs, 
and  the  parties  waived  a  jury  and  went  to  a  second  trial 
upon  the  issues  made  by  tbe  complaint  and  supplemental 
answer,  April  27,  1891;  and  a  few  days  thereafter  the  trial 
judge  orally  announced  his  decision  in  favor  of  the  plaintiif. 
Thereupon  the  papers  were  delivered  to  the  plaintilTs  attor- 
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ney  to  draw  such  findings.  On  March  21, 1894,  such  findings 
were  completed  and  signed  by  the  judge,  and  May  12, 1894, 
the  same  were  modified,  so  that  such  findings,  in  addition  to 
the  facts  stated,  are  to  the  eflfect  that,  at  the  time  of  the  first 
trial,  the  defendants  were  jointly  the  owners  of  a]l  of  the  tax 
certificates  of  sale  of  all  of  said  lands  for  the  several  years 
of  1881  to  1888,  inclusive,  and  that  the  same  included  the 
tax  certificates  upon  which  the  three  tax  deeds  of  April  22, 
1890,  were  issued;  that  each  of  the  said  tax  deeds  so  taken 
and  recorded  April  22,  1890,  was  null  and  void,  on  account 
of  the  proven  errors  and  defects  in  the  tax  proceedings  on 
which  they  were,  respectively,  based,  not  going  to  the  valid- 
ity of  the  assessment,  nor  affecting  the  groundwork  of  the 
tax;  that  the  plaintiff  was  and  is  the  owner  in  fee  simple, 
and  entitled  to  the  possession,  of  the  prerhises  described,  and 
entitled  to  judgment  establishing  his  title  and  possession, 
with  six  cents  damages,  and  for  costs,  but  not  until  he  pays 
to  the  defendants  $353.25;  that  upon  the  payment  of  that 
amount,  with  interest  thereon  at  six  per  cent,  per  annum 
from  March  21, 1894,  within  ninety  days  from  that  date,  the 
plaintiff  should  be  entitled  to  judgment  as  above  determined ; 
but  that,  in  default  of  such  payment  within  that  time,  the 
defendants  have  judgment  therein.  From  the  judgment  en- 
tered thereon  accordingly  the  plaintiff  appeals. 

The  first  trial  took  place  April  17, 1890.  The  defendants 
at  that  time  not  only  held  the  tax  deed  of  May  14,  1887, 
issued  upon  the  tax  sale  of  1880  for  the  taxes  of  1879,  but 
the  tax  certificates  issued  upon  the  sales  for  the  several  years 
of  1881  to  1888,  inclusive.  Five  days  after  that  trial  the 
defendants  obtained  and  recorded  the  three  tax  deeds  men- 
tioned in  the  supplemental  answer,  upon  the  certificates  so 
held  by  them  for  the  years  1883,  1885,  and  1886.  The  pro- 
priety of  allowing  a  new  trial  June  30,  1890,  to  enable  the 
defendants  to  defend  upon  such  new  tax  deeds,  may  well  be 
questioned.  The  fact  that  when  plaintiff  recovers  in  such 
Vol.  98  — 34 
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an  action,  upon  the  grounds  stated,  he  is  required,  as  a  con- 
dition precedent  to  having  judgment  in  his  favor,  to  pay  to 
the  defendants  "  the  amount  for  which  such  land  was  sold, 
and  the  costs  of  executing  and  recording  such  tax  deed,  and 
the  amount  paid  by  the  defendant  for  taxes  assessed  upon 
such  premises  subsequent  to  said  sale,  with  interest  on  all 
such  sums  at  the  rate  of  twenty-five  per  centum  per  annum 
from  the  time  so  paid  until  the  date  of  verdict,"  subject  to 
setoflf,  etc.  (sec.  3087,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.),  pretty  clearly 
shows  a  legislative  intent  to  have  such  judgment  conclude 
all  further  controversy  as  to  any  claim  or  claims  by  such 
defendant  on  account  of  any  of  such  taxes.  To  allow  such 
defendant,  when  beaten  upon  one  tax  deed,  to  take  a  new 
one,  or  several  new  ones,  upon  tax  certificates  held  by  him 
at  the  time,  and  then  to  have  a  new  trial  as  to  the  validity 
of  each  of  the  new  deeds,  would  defeat  the  very  object  of 
the  statute.  Of  course,  what  is  thus  said  has  no  reference 
to  the  absolute  right  to  a  new  trial  in  actions  of  ejectment 
given  by  statute.    K.  S.  1878,  sec.  3092. 

But,  upon  the  facts  stated,  the  objection  is  not  available 
to  the  plain  tiflP.  The  new  trial  was  granted  upon  the  ex- 
press condition  that  the  defendants  should  pay  the  plaintiflF's 
costs  in  the  action,  together  with  the  costs  of  the  motion.  By 
accepting  such  costs,  the  plaintiflf  is  estopped  from  making 
any  available  objection  to  the  granting  of  such  new  trial. 
Cogswell  v.  Collet/^  28  Wis.  399 ;  Flanders  'o.  Merrimac^  44 
Wis.  621;  Websier-Olover  L.  <&  Mfg.  Co.  v.  St.  Croix  Co.  71 
AVis.  319;  Smith  v.  Colema7i,  77  Wis.  343;  McEinnon  v. 
Wolfeiiden,  78  Wis.  237;  Wirth  v.  Bartell,  89  Wis.  596. 

The  findings  to  the  effect  that  the  aggregate  amount 
which  the  plaintiflf  was  required  by  sec.  3087,  S.  &  B.  Ann. 
Stats.,  to  pay  to  the  defendants,  as  a  condition  precedent  to 
the  recovery  of  possession  of  the  land,  was  $353.25,  seem  to 
be  sustained  by  the  evidence.  The  statute  authorized  inter- 
est at  the  rate  of  twenty-five  per  cent,  on  the  amount  for 
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which  the  lands  were  sold  at  the  tax  sales,  and  the  cost  of 
executing  and  recording  such  tax  deeds,  as  well  as  the 
amounts  paid  by  the  defendants  for  subsequent  taxes;  and 
those  are  the  only  items  to  which  exception  is  taken. 

By  ike  Court, —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


Hesset,  Eespondent,  vs.  Gund,  imp.,  Appellant. 

February  10  — March  i,  1898. 
Contempt  of  court:  Violation  of  injunctional  order:  Bond. 

!•  In  contempt  proceedings  to  punish  a  defendant  in  an  action  to  fore- 
close a  land  contract  for  violation  of  an  order  forbidding  the  re- 
moval of  logs  from  the  land,  the  evidence  is  held  to  show  that  such 
defendant  was  the  active  moving  party  in  violating  the  order,  not- 
withstanding his  statement  that  a  corporation  of  which  he  was 
president,  formed  about  the  time  the  logs  were  removed,  com- 
mitted the  act  without  his  knowledge  or  consent. 

2.  The  mere  fact  that  a  defendant  signed  and  mailed  to  his  attorney 
the  bond  required  by  an  injunctional  order  as  a  condition  of  relief 
therefrom,  does  not  relieve  him  from  the  charge  of  contempt  in 
violating  the  order,  where  the  bond  never  came  to  the  knowledge 
or  possession  of  the  plaintiff,  or  his  attorney,  or  the  clerk  of  the 
court. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Bayfield 
county:  John  K.  Parish,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  is  an  appeal  from  an  order  adjudging  the  appellant 
guilty  of  contempt,  under  sec.  3477  et  seq.y  E.  S.  1878,  and 
requiring  him  to  pay  to  the  respondent  a  certain  sum  of 
money.  The  contempt  charged  and  found  consisted  in  the 
violation  of  a  temporary  injunctional  order. 

The  action  in  which  the  order  which  was  disobeyed  was 
made  was  an  action  brought  to  foreclose  a  contract  for  the 
sale  of  pine  lands.     The  lands  were  originally  owned  by  one 
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Snow,  who  made  a  contract  to  sell  the  same  to  the  Iron 
River  Lumber  Company,  and  afterwards  sold  the  lands  and 
assigned  his  interest  in  the  contract  to  the  plaintiff,  Hessey, 
The  Iron  River  Lumber  Company  became  insolvent,  and  the 
appellant,  Gundj  Jr.,  purchased  its  rights  under  the  contract 
in  November,  1894.  All  the  timber  on  the  lands  was  cut 
either  by  the  lumber  company  or  by  Ound  prior  to  Decem- 
ber 6,  1894;  and  on  the  24tli  of  January,  1895,  there  re- 
mained on  the  land  upon  skid  ways  1,500,000  feet  of  logs, 
worth  $6,000,  all  of  which  Gund  claimed  to  own.  At  this 
time  there  was  due  and  unpaid  on  the  contract  $1,645.75, 
with  interest,  and  for  this  sum  the  action  of  foreclosure  was 
commenced  on  said  24th  day  of  January.  Simultaneously 
with  the  service  of  the  summons,  the  plaintiff  obtained  and 
served  on  Gund  and  the  other  defendants  an  injunctional 
order  restraining  him  and  his  agents  and  servants  from  re- 
moving any  of  the  logs  during  the  pendency  of  the  action. 
Gund  answered  February  7th,  claiming  to  own  the  logs,  and 
on  the  same  day  moved,  upon  his  answer  and  the  affidavit 
of  his  agent,  to  dissolve  the  injunctional  order,  on  the  ground 
that  he  {Gund)  would  suffer  great  loss  if  the  injunctional 
order  were  allowed  to  remain  and  he  were  not  permitted  to 
remove  and  sell  the  logs.  The  court  denied  the  motion  Feb- 
ruary 12th,  but  the  order  provided  that  it  was  "  without 
prejudice  to  Gund^a  right  to  remove  the  timber  described  in 
the  complaint  upon  execution  of  the  proper  bond  to  secure 
the  unpaid  balance  price  of  said  land." 

On  the  23d  of  January,  1895,  a  corporation  called  the  John 
Gund  Lumber  Company  was  formed,  of  which  Gund  was 
president.  Immediately  after  the  order  of  February  12th 
was  made,  the  timber  was  removed  from  the  land  as  rapidly 
as  possible.  No  bond  was  given  by  Gund  prior  to  the  re- 
moval of  the  timber,  but,  in  March  following,  it  appears 
that  Gund  (who  lived  in  La  Crosse)  sent  a  bond  in  the  sura 
of  $2,000,  with  two  sureties,  to  his  attorney  at  Ashland;  but 
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the  terms  of  the  alleged  bond  do  not  appear,  and  it  never 
came  to  the  knowledge  or  possession  of  the  plaintiff  or  his 
attorneys  or  the  clerk  of  the  court,  and  iu  fact  was  lost  if  it 
ever  existed. 

The  foreclosure  action  was  tried  in  December,  1895,  and 
findings  were  made  upon  certain  issues  unnecessary  to  be 
stated,  which  also  found  the  amount  due  the  plaintiff  on  the 
contract  as  aforesaid,  and  that  Gund  had  removed  all  the 
logs  prior  to  March  1,  1895,  in  violation  of  the  injunctional 
order,  leaving  the  lands  practically  worthless.  Judgment  of 
foreclosure  was  ordered.  No  judgment  was  entered  on  the 
findings,  but  in  September,  1896,  the  plaintiff  moved,  upon 
the  record  and  affidavits,  to  punish  Oxmd  for  contempt  iu 
disobeying  the  injunctional  order.  This  motion  was  heard, 
Ound  filing  affidavits  in  opposition,  setting  forth  the  mail- 
ing of  the  lost  bond  and  claiming  that  the  removal  of  logs 
was  done  by  the  Gund  Lumber  Company  and  not  by  him. 
Thereafter  the  court  found  that  Gund  was  guilty  of  con- 
tempt in  removing  the  logs,  and  that  such  misconduct  actu- 
ally did  defeat,  impair,  and  impede  the  rights  and  remedy 
of  the  plaintiff  in  the  action,  and  ordered  that  Gund  pay  to 
the  plaintiff's  attorneys  the  amount  found  due  on  the  con- 
tract, viz.  $1,645.75,  with  interest,  and  that  he  be  imprisoned 
in  default  of  payment.    From  this  order,  this  appeal  is  taken. . 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Bleekmcm^  Bloom- 
ingdale  dk  Bergh^  and  oral  argument  by  F.  H.  Bloomingdale. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Lamorexix^  Shea 
dk  Wi^Tit^  and  oral  argument  by  CI  A,  Lamoreux. 

WiNSLow,  J.  We  discover  nothing  in  this  case  but  a  sal- 
utary exercise  of  the  power  of  the  court  to  compel  parties 
litigant  to  obey  its  process.  It  is  very  clear  that  there  was 
a  bald  violation  of  the  injunctional  order,  and  that  such  vio- 
lation practically  deprived  the  plaintiff  of  his  security,  and 
there  was  ample  evidence  to  show  that  the  appellant.  Gundy 
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was  the  active  moving  party  in  this  violation  of  the  com- 
mand of  the  court,  notwithstanding  his  present  improbable 
statement  that  a  corporation,  of  which  he  was  president, 
committed  the  act  without  his  knowledge  or  consent.  The 
supposed  bond  can  cut  no  figure,  because  it  never  Was  seen 
by  any  one  after  it  was  signed.  It  is  well  that  parties  to  a 
serious  litigation  should  learn  and  realize  that  the  order  of 
a  court  deliberately  made  cannot  be  treated  lightly,  or 
brushed  aside  as  of  no  more  importance  than  the  conclusions 
of  a  debating  society.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  lesson  has 
been  well  learned  in  this  case. 
By  the  Court. —  Order  atBrmed. 


Shores  Lumber  Company,  Respondent,  vs.  Pattebsoit,  Ap- 
pellant. 

February  10  — March  1, 1898 

Contracts:  Construction:  Sale  of  lumber:  Reservation  in  acceptance. 

By  a  proposition  in  writing,  made  September  18,  plaintiff  offered  to 
sell  to  defendant  a  quantity  of  lumber  of  specified  dimensions  ''at 
$10  per  thousand,  straight  measure,  as  now  piled  on  their  mill  dock, 
or  $13  per  thousand  "  delivered  at  T.,  lake  freights  to  be  paid  cash 
on  delivery.  The  defendant  was  to  accept  by  wire  within  two 
days.  It  was  to  be  optional  with  defendant  whether  to  give  mnety 
days'  paper  or  pay  cash  when  the  lumber  was  delivered.  The  de- 
fendant on  the  same  day  indorsed  thereon  the  following:  *'I  accept 
the  above  price  as  quoted  on  [plaintiff's]  dock;  will  wire  acceptance 
on  balance  contract  20th."  On  September  21  defendant  wired 
plaintiff  to  "  call  off  the  trade  made  on  the  18th."  Held,  that  there 
was  no  completed  contract,  the  reservation  in  the  acceptance  hav- 
ing been  intended  to  afford  opportunity  for  necessary  examina- 
tion or  inspection  of  the  character  and  quality  of  the  lumber. 
Marshall,  J.,  dissents,  being  of  the  opinion  that  such  acceptance 
merely  reserved  to  the  defendant  the  right  to  say  within  two  days 
whether  he  would  pay  $'3  per  thousand  extra  for  delivery  at  T. 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Ashland 
county:  John  K.  Parish,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed. 

This  was  an  action  for  the  recovery  of  damages  claimed 
by  the  plaintiff  in  consequence  of  the  refusal  of  the  defend- 
ant to  accept  and  pay  for  a  certain  quantity  of  lumber  on  the 
plaintiffs  dock  at  Ashland,  "Wisconsin,  alleged  to  have  been 
purchased  by  the  defendant  of  the  plaintiff  under  the  fol- 
lowing proposition  and  acceptance,  September  IS,  1894: 

"New  York,  Sept.  18th,  1894. 

"Mess.  Shores  Lumber  Co.  per  E.  A.  Shores,  president,  do 
offer  to  sell  to  T.  G.  Patterson  one  and  one-half  million  of 
8  and  10'',  and  one  half  million  of  12"^  and  wider,  at  $10.00 
per  thousand,  straight  measure,  as  now  piled  on  their  mill 
dock,  or  $12.00  per  thousand  delivered  on  OUie  &  McKeen's 
dock  in  North  Tonawanda,  lake  freights  to  be  paid  cash  on 
delivery.  T.  G.  Patterson,  to  accept  this  offer  by  Thursday 
or  call  it  no  trade.  If  accepted  wire  Mr.  E.  A.  Shores  at 
North  Tonawanda,  care  of  Humboldt  &  Bellinger.  Terms, 
ninety  days,  or  T.  G.  Patterson- s  option  of  six  per  cent,  per 
annum  for  one  third  cash. 

"[Signed]  Shores  Lumber  Co. 

"  Pr  E.  A.  Shores,  Pres. 

"I  accept  the  above  price  as  quoted  on  Ashland  dock;  will 
wire  acceptance  on  balance  contract  20th. 

"  T.  G.  Patterson." 

The  plaintiff  had,  it  appeared,  the  lumber  in  question  on 
hand  at  its  dock  in  Ashland,  and  was  ready  and  willing  to 
deliver  the  same  to  the  defendant,  but  the  defendant  refused 
to  accept  the  lumber,  whereby  the  plaintiff  alleged  that  he 
was  compelled  to  sell  the  same  at  $8.50  per  thousand  feet, 
which  was  the  most  the  plaintiff  was  able  to  obtain  for  the 
same  after  the  defendant  refused  to  accept  it  under  the  al- 
leged contract.  Plaintiff  demanded  damages  for  such  refusal 
in  the  sum  of  $5,000  and  costs. 

The  defendant  answered,  admitting  that  on  September  18, 
1894,  at  the  city  of  New  York,  E.  A.  Shores,  the  plaintiff's 
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president,  and  representing  it,  made  to  the  defendant  an 
offer  in  writing,  dated  that  day,  being  the  same  instrument 
set  forth  in  its  complaint  and  designated  as  the  contract 
therein  between  the  plaintiff  and  the  defendant;  that  the 
defendant  concluded  that,  should  he  purchase  the  lumber, 
he  would  accept  the  proposition  contained  in  the  oflFer  of 
the  delivery  of  the  same  at  Ashland  at  the  price  therein 
named,  and  accordingly  indorsed  upon  said  offer  his  accept- 
ance of  the  price  for  delivery  at  Ashland,  reserving  the 
right  to  examine  the  lumber  and  notify  plaintiff  whether  he 
would  take  it  or  not  by  the  following  Thursday,  the  20th  of 
the  same  month ;  that  immediately  after  said  offer,  through 
his  agent,  the  defendant  did  examine  the  lumber  in  ques- 
tion, and  immediately  notified  the  plaintiff  that  he  would 
not  take  the  same,  and  he  never  accepted  the  said  offer. 

At  the  trial  before  the  court  and  jury,  the  defendant  de- 
murred to  the  complaint  ore  tenus^  because  it  did  not  state 
facts  suflScient  to  constitute  a  cause  of  action,  and  especially 
because  it  did  not  show  any  acceptance  of  the  proposition. 
The  court  overruled  the  demurrer. 

It  appeared  that  the  defendant  was  engaged  in  the  lumber 
.  business,  and  had  charge  of  a  box  factory  in  New  York,  and 
had  bought  considerable  quantities  of  lumber  at  various 
times  of  the  plaintiff  at  Ashland,  and  that  James  Madden 
acted  as  his  agent  at  that  place  in  buying  lumber  for  him. 
Mr.  E.  A.  Shores  and  the  defendant  met  at  the  oflBce  of  the 
latter,  September  18, 1894,  in  the  city  of  New  Tork.  At  this 
time  E.  A.  Shores,  president  of  the  plaintiff  company,  sub- 
mitted to  the  defendant  the  written  proposition  of  that  date, 
and  the  defendant  signed  and  delivered  to  him  the  accept- 
ance at  the  foot  of  the  same.  It  was  shown  that  the  plaintiff 
then  had  the  quantities  of  lumber,  and  of  the  quality  therein 
stated,  on  its  dock  at  Ashland ;  and  that  Shores  left  New 
York  the  same  night,  and  when  he  reached  his  home  at 
Ashland  he  received  telegrams  and  letters  from  the  defend- 
ant, and  among  others  a  telegram  dated  September  21, 1S94, 
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from  the  defendant,  addressed  "To  Shores Lumher  Company y 
Care  J.  H.  Madden :  Call  off  the  trade  made  on  the  18th ; 
see  J.  H.  Madden.  [Signed]  T,  G.  Paiterson^^  and  that  he 
received  this  telegram  on  the  day  of  its  date. 

The  difference  between  the  contract  price  of  the  lumber 
and  the  price  for  which  the  plaintiff  subsequently  sold  it  was 
$3,885,  for  which,  at  the  close  of  the  evidence,  under  the 
direction  of  the  court,  the  plaintiff  had  a  verdict,  the  court 
having  ruled  that  the  written  acceptance  was  an  acceptance 
of  the  proposition  so  far  as  the  quality  of  the  lumber  was 
concerned,  the  place  of  delivery,  and  the  price;  that  the 
second  clause  of  the  offer,  which  reads,  "  Terms  ninety  days, 
or  T.  O.  Patteraon^a  option  of  six  per  cent,  per  annum  for 
one  third  cash," —  was  the  portion  that  was  left  open  by  the 
terms  of  the  acceptance;  and  that  the  clause,  "will  wire 
acceptance  on  balance  of  contract,"  referred  to  the  clause  as 
to  the  terms  of  payment. 

Evidence  was  given  showing  that  in  the  lumber  trade,  by 
the  terms,  "one  and  one-half  million  of  8  and  10',"  and  "one 
half  million  of  12'^  and  wider,"  eight  and  ten  inch  white  pine, 
common  boards,  or  twelve  inch  white  pine,  common  boards, 
one  inch  thick,  were  meant ;  and  that  the  term  "  straight 
measure  as  now  piled  on  the  mill  dock,"  would  mean  the 
actual  number  of  feet  in  the  piles,  without  culling  of  any 
kind ;  that  in  the  trade  the  expression,  "ninety  days,  or  T.  G, 
Patterson^a  option  of  six  per  cent,  per  annum  for  one  third 
cash,"  would  mean  his  paper  due  in  ninety  days  from  the 
date  of  the  inspection  sheets  at  the  time  the  lumber  was 
shipped,  leaving  it  optional  to  pay  in  ninety  days'  paper  or 
cash  when  the  lumber  was  delivered  or  payment  fell  due. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Lamoreux^  Shea  cfe 
Wrightj  and  oral  argument  by  C.  A.  Lamorenx. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Cate^  Sanhom^ 
Lamoreux  cfe  Par\  attorneys,  and  D,  F.  O^Keefe^  of  counsel, 
and  oral  argument  by  A.  W.  Sanhorn. 


538  SUPKEME  COUET  OF  WISCONSIN.  [93 

Shores  Lumber  Ca  vs.  Patterson. 

PiNNEY,  J.    We  think  that,  when  applied  to  the  sitaation 
of  the  parties  and  the  subject  matter  with  which  they  were 
dealing,  it  is  quite  plain  that  the  time  for  complete  accept- 
ance of  the  terms  of  the  proposition,  made  by  the  plaintiff 
to  the  defendant,  related,  not  merely  to  the  comparatively 
inconsequential  matter  of  securing  two  days'  time  for  the 
defendant  to  determine  whether  he  would  make  payment 
for  the  lumber  in  ninety  days'  paper  at  six  per  cent.,  or  cash, 
when  in  fact  he  would  not  be  under  any  obligation  to  make 
payment  until  delivery  of  the  lumber,  which  would  pre- 
sumably afford  him  a  reasonable  time  to  determine  that 
matter.     It  is  evident,  we  think,  judging  from  the  data  be- 
fore us,  that  the  reservation  of  a  right  to  accept  the  offer 
within  two  days  was  with  a  view  to  make  necessary  exam- 
ination or  investigation  in  regard  to  matters  much  more  ma- 
terial and  important,  such  as  securing  an  examination  or 
inspection  of  the  character  and  quality  of  the  lumber,  the 
subject  of  the  proposed  sale.     The  question  of  the  quantity 
the  defendant  would  purchase,  the  place  where  he  would 
accept  the  delivery  of  it,  and  the  price  he  would  pay,  in 
view  of  the  state  of  the  market,  were  all  matters  he  could 
decide  intelligently  as  soon  as  the  written  proposition  was 
handed  to  him,  as  he  in  fact  did.    It  was  otherwise  with  re- 
spect to  the  character  and  quality  of  the  lumber.    It  is  well 
understood  that  purchases  of  lumber  are  conducted  by  brok- 
ers and  agents  who  are  usually  at  points  where  large  quan- 
tities are  bought  and  sold,  and  so  are  able  to  make  prompt 
inspection  of  lots  offered,  and  to  report  the  character  and 
quality  promptly  by  telegram,  so  that  intending  purchasers 
may  act  understandingly  and  have  a  proper  basis  upon 
which  to  form  a  practical  judgment.    The  delay  in  this  case, 
it  is  clear,  was  not  secured  to  enable  the  defendant  to  deter- 
mine whether  he  would  pay  cash  on  delivery,  or  in  ninety 
days'  paper  at  six  per  cent.     We  are  clearly  of  the  opinion 
that  there  was  no  completed  contract  between  the  parties, 
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and,  as  it  was  not  shown  that  the  defendant  ever  accepted 
or  agreed  to  accept  the  lumber  the  plaintiff  proposed  to  sell 
him,  he  had,  therefore,  a  right  to  withdraw  from  the  nego- 
tiations as  he  did  by  his  telegram.  The  construction  placed 
by  the  court  upon  the  proposition  and  acceptance  relied  on 
was,  we  think,  erroneous.  The  court,  as  requested  at  the 
trial,  should  have  directed  a  verdict  for  the  defendant. 

JSy  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  trial. 

Marshall,  J.  I  cannot  concur  with  the  conclusion  ar- 
rived at  in  this  case.  To  my  mind  the  meaning  of  the  writ- 
tea  acceptance  is  plain  and  unmistakable.  There  was  a 
written  proposition  to  sell  appellant  a  quantity  of  lumber, 
located  on  Ashland  dock,  at  $10  per  thousand  on  such  dock, 
or  delivered  on  the  Tonawanda  dock  at  $12  per  thousand,  in 
the  latter  case  freight  charges  to  be  paid  cash  on  delivery, 
terms  ninety  days,  with  permission  to  the  purchaser  of  six 
per  cent,  per  annum  for  one  third  cash,  and  to  accept  by 
wire  to  the  seller  at  Tonawanda  by  Thursday  after  the  date 
of  the  proposition.  Such  date  was  Tuesday,  September  18, 
1894.  Appellant  immediately  wrote  on  the  proposition  and 
delivered  the  same  to  the  respondent:  "I  accept  the  above, 
price  as  quoted  on  Ashland  dock.  Will  wire  acceptance  on 
balance  contract  20th."  The  punctuation  is  my  own ;  there 
is  none  in  the  original.  Now,  to  say  that  such  acceptance 
referred  only  to  the  price  on  Ashland  dock,  and  not  to  the 
proposal  to  sell  generally,  is  to  give  it  no  significance  what- 
ever, and  to  convict  persons,  apparently  experienced  business 
men,  of  dealing  in  a  manner  not  consistent  with  the  way 
such  persons  would  ordinarily  be  expected  to  deal.  It  must 
occur  to  a  person  reasonably  trained  in  business  operations 
that  a  mere  acceptance  of  the  price,  leaving  all  other  ques- 
tions open,  was  not  of  sufficient  importance  to  have  been 
even  thought  of.    Certainly,  neither  buyer  nor  seller  would 
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have  deemed  that  of  suflBcient  importance  to  have  called  for 
the  formal  indorsement  in  writing  on  the  proposition.  To 
my  mind,  the  purpose  clearly  was  to  accept  the  proposition 
as  made,  reserving  the  right  to  say,  within  two  days,  whether 
the  seller  would  be  allowed  two  dollars  per  thousand  to  de- 
liver the  lumber  on  the  Tonawanda  dock.  As  the  determina- 
tion of  that  question  required  reasonable  time  to  investigate 
as  to  current  carrying  charges  by  lake  transportation,  two 
days  were  reserved  for  that  purpose.  That  construction  gives 
reasonable  significance  to  the  acceptance.  Lake  freights  are 
constantly  changing,  so  it  was  most  natural  that  a  careful 
business  man,  before  agreeing  to  pay  two  dollars  per  thou* 
sand  for  freight  charges  from  Ashland  dock  to  Tonawanda 
dock',  would  take  a  little  time  to  investigate  the  subject  of 
what  others  were  charging  for  like  service.  With  that  in 
view,  the  purchaser  wrote,  "I  accept  the  above,  price  as 
quoted  on  Ashland  dock.  Will  wire  acceptance  on  balance 
contract  20th."  That  is,  by  inference,  very  clearly,  1  will 
say  by  the  20th  whether  I  will  pay  the  additional  two  dol- 
lars for  delivery  on  Tonawanda  dock.  If  the  language  had 
been  that,  or,  I  will  say  by  the  20th  whether  to  deliver  on 
Tonawanda  dock,  it  would  not  have  been  more  plain  in  my 
judgment.  That  is  the  view  the  trial  court  took  of  the  con- 
tract.    I  think  the  judgment  should  be  affirmed. 


96    540 

100  284 
S100  839 

101  517 
^W    540| 

dl04  616| 

»H  MOl 

Kf)  \m 

1()5  1411 

105  2M 

08  MOl 

106  428 
106  424 

106  60B| 

I  98    540| 
108    4171 

08         5401 
114       n78 


f)S 


5-10 

-^541 

US  2443 


Mason,  Appellant,  vs.  The  City  of  Ashland,  Eespondent. 

February  10  —  March  1, 1898, 

(1)  Appealable  order,  (2)  Municipal  corporations:  Ashland  city  charter: 
Presentation  of  claims:  Limitation  of.  time  for  action  by  council: 
Appeal  to  circuit  court, 

1,  An  ordor  dismissing,  on  the  ground  of  a  want  of  jurisdiction,  an 
appeal  from  the  disallowance  by  the  common  council  of  a  claim 
against  a  city,  effectually  terminated  the  proceeding  and  prevented 
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a  judgment  from  which  an  appeal  might  be  taken,  and  hence  is 
appealable  under  subd.  1,  sec.  1,  ch.  212,  Laws  of  1895. 
2.  Where  a  city  charter  provides  that  no  suit  on  any  claim  or  demand 
shall  be  brought  against  the  city  until  the  claimant  shall  have 
presented  the  same  to  the  common  council  for  allowance;  that  in 
case  of  a  disallowance  thereof  the  claimant  may  proceed  by  ap- 
peal to  the  circuit  court  within  twenty  days  thereafter;  that  fail- 
ure to  pass  on  the  claim  within  sixty  days  after  presentation  shall 
be  deemed  a  disallowance;  that  the  disallowance  of  the  claim 
shall  be  conclusive  and  a  bar  to  any  action  in  court  founded 
thereon  unless  appealed  from  within  the  time  provided  by  the 
charter;  that  no  suit  of  any  kind  on  any  claim  of  any  character 
shall  be  brought  against  the  city,  but  that  the  claimant  shall  pro- 
ceed to  enforce  his  claim  by  filing  the  same  with  the  city  clerk 
for  the  action  of  the  common  council  thereon,  and  appeal  there- 
from in  case  of  final  adverse  action  as  provided  by  the  charter; 
that  failure  of  the  common  council  to  pass  upon  the  claim  within 
sixty  days  from  the  time  of  such  filing  may  be  taken  by  the 
claimant  as  a  disallowance  of  his  claim;  and  that  the  council 
shall  not  consider  any  claim  till  it  shall  first  have  been  examined 
and  reported  on  by  the  comptroller,  held: 

(1)  That  the  words  "presented  to  the  common  council  for  allow- 
ance "  and  '*  filed  with  the  city  clerk  for  the  action  of  the  common 
council  thereon^'  are  synonymous  terms  and  not  affected  by  the 
requirement  that  the  comptroller  shall  examine  and  report  on 
claims  before  the  consideration  thereof  by  the  council. 

(2)  That  when  a  claim  is  filed  with  the  city  clerk  for  the  action 
of  the  common  council  thereon,  it  is  in  legal  effect  presented  to 
such  council  for  allowance. 

(3)  That  the  sixty-day  period  of  delay,  which  operates  for  the 
purposes  of  an  appeal  as  a  disallowance  of  a  claim,  commences  to 
run  as  soon  as  the  same  is  presented  to  the  common  council  for 
allowance  by  filing  the  same  with  its  clerk  for  its  action  thereon. 

(4)  That  the  word  "may,"  in  the  provision  to  the  effect  that 
sixty  days'  neglect  to  pass  upon  a  claim  may  be  taken  as  a  disal- 
lowance for  the  purposes  of  an  appeal,  and  the  word  "may," 
in  the  provision  to  the  effect  that  upon  the  disallowance  of  a 
claim  the  claimant  may  appeal,  must  be  construed  in  a  sense  ex- 
clusive, so  that  when  the  right  of  appeal  is  perfected  it  must  be 
exercised  within  the  twenty  days  provided  by  the  charter,  or  the 
claimant  will  be  forever  barred  from  prosecuting  his  claim  in  any 
court 

[Syllabus  by  Marshall,  J.] 
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Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Ashland 
county :  John  K.  Pakish,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

July  18,  1896,  plaintiflF  filed  with  the  city  clerk  of  the  city 
of  Ashlandy  for  allowance  by  the  common  council  of  such 
city,  a  claim  for  moneys  alleged  to  be  due  him  from  the  city 
for  services  as  a  police  officer.  On  the  8th  day  of  February, 
1897,  the  common  council  having  failed  to  take  final  action, 
plaintiff  appealed  to  the  circuit  court  in  the  manner  pro- 
vided by  the  city  charter.  When  the  case  was  reached  for 
a  hearing  in  the  circuit  court,  an  order  was  entered,  on  mo- 
tion of  the  defendant,  dismissing  the  appeal  for  want  of 
jurisdiction  of  the  court,  because  the  appeal  was  not  taken 
within  the  time  required  by  the  city  charter.  This  appeal 
w^as  taken  from  such  order. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Cate^  Sanhom^  Lan^ 
oreux  <&  Park^  attorneys,  and  i>.  F.  O^Keefe^  of  counsel,  and 
oral  argument  by  B.  B.  Park, 

E,  E.  Brossardj  for  the  respondent. 

Marshall,  J.  The  ground »of  the  dismissal  of  the  appeal 
being  want  of  jurisdiction  of  the  court,  the  order  entered  on 
Buch  dismissal  efi'ectually  terminated  the  proceeding.  Mo- 
tion costs  might  have  been  allowed  and  included  in  the 
order,  but  no  judgment  for  costs  was  proper.  Eelt  v.  Felt^ 
19  Wis.  195;  Ketchum  v.  Freeman^  24  Wis.  296;  Kingdey 
V.  Q,  N,  a.  Co,  91  Wis.  880.  It  follows  that  the  order  ap- 
pealed from  is  one  affecting  a  substantial  right,  terminating 
the  action  and  preventing  a  judgment  from  which  an  appeal 
might  be  taken,  hence  appealable  under  subd.  1,  sec.  1,  ch. 
212,  Laws  of  1895. 

Appellant  contends  that  the  sixty-day  period  of  neglect 
to  act  upon  his  claim,  which,  under  the  charter  of  the  city 
of  Ashland^  had,  for  the  purposes  of  an  appeal,  the  effect  of 
a  final  adverse  determination  by  the  common  council,  com- 
menced to  run  when  the  claim  was  presented  to  the  common 


Wis.]  JANUAKY  TEEM,  1898.  5tta 

Mason  vs.  The  City  of  Ashland. 

council  for  action,  after  the  investigation  and  report  by  the 
comptroller,  and  not,  as  the  trial  court  held,  when  the  claim 
was  delivered  by  the  appellant  to  the  city  clerk  for  action 
of  the  common  council  thereon.  The  determination  of  the 
controversy  turns  on  the  proper  construction  to  be  given  to 
several  sections  of  the  city  charter,  contained  in  ch.  27,  Laws 
of  1889.     Such  sections  are  substantially  as  follows: 

Sec.  4,  subch.  VII.  No  action  on  any  claim  or  demand 
shall  be  maintained  against  the  city  by  any  person,  until 
such  person  sliall  have  presented  his  claim  or  demand  to  the 
common  council  for  allowance^  and  the  same  shall  be  dis- 
allowed in  whole  or  in  part,  provided  that  failure  to  pass  on 
the  claim  within  sixty  days  after  the  presentation  thereof 
shall  be  deemed  a  disallowance  of  such  claim. 

Sec.  5,  subch.  VII.  The  adverse  determination  of  the  coun- 
cil shall  be  conclusive,  unless  appealed  from  as  provided  in 
the  next  section. 

Sec.  6,  subch.  VII.  The  claimant  may  appeal  from  the  final 
adverse  action  of  the  common  council  on  his  claim,  within 
twenty  days  after  such  action. 

Sec.  13,  subch.  VIII.  No  suit  of  any  kind,  on  any  claim 
of  any  character ,  shall  be  brought  against  the  city,  but  the 
claimant  shall  proceed  hy  filing  his  claim  with  the  city  clerk  for 
the  action  of  the  commofi  council  th^eon^  and  appeal,  in  case  of 
final  adverse  action,  in  the  manner  before  indicated,  provided 
that  failure  to  finally  act  upon  the  claim,  by  the  common 
council,  for  sixty  days  after  the  filing  thereof,  may  be  taken 
as  a  disallowance  of  the  same. 

Sec.  6,  subch.  V.  No  claim  shall  be  considered  by  the  com- 
mon council,  or  reported  to  a  committee,  till  it  shall  have 
been  examined  and  reported  on  by  the  comptroller. 

The  judicial  construction  given  by  this  court  to  the  words, 
"  claim  or  demand  "  as  used  in  sec.  4,  subch.  VII,  is  that  they 
include  only  the  claims  arising  on  contract.  Bradley  v.  Eau 
Claire,  56  Wis.  168;  Eelley  v.  Madison,  43  Wis.  638;  Jung 
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V.  Stevens  Pointy  74  Wis.  547;  Sommera  v.  MaraJifidd^  90 
Wis.  59.  The  proper  construction  of  the  tertn,  "  any  claim 
of  any  character,"  used  in  section  13,  subch.  VIII,  as  repeat- 
edly held  by  this  court,  is  that  it  includes  contract  and  tort 
claims  as  well.  Sheet  v.  AppletoUy  49  Wis.  125 ;  Koch  v.  Ash^ 
land,  83  Wis.  361 ;  Watson  v.  Appleton,  62  Wis.  267.  True, 
the  Latter  section  is  out  of  its  proper  place  in  the  charter, 
being  in  the  chapter  in  regard  to  actions  to  recover  penal- 
ties, etc.,  considered  with  reference  to  an  orderly  and  log- 
ical arrangement  of  charter  provisions,  but  its  language  is  so 
broad,  so  plain,  so  unmistakable  in  meaning,  as  to  leave  no 
ground  for  reasonable  contention  that  it  refers  to  a  particu- 
lar class  of  claims  and  was  not  intended  to  include  those 
mentioned  in  section  4,  subch.  VII.  It  includes  claims  and 
demands  mentioned  in  the  latter  section,  and  all  other  claims 
as  well.  That  was  evidently  the  legislative  purpose,  and 
the  intent  was  to  accomplish  it  in  language  so  plain  as  to 
leave  no  room  for  doubt  on  the  question.  That  the  end 
sought  was  accomplished,  this  court  decided  in  Koch  v.  Ash- 
land,  supra. 

But  it  is  said  there  is  a  conflict  in  the  two  provisions,  in 
that  the  first  provides  that  the  sixty-day  period  of  neglect 
to  act  on  a  claim  commences  when  the  claim  is  presented  to 
the  common  council  for  action,  and  the  second  that  it  com- 
mences when  the  claim  is  filed  with  the  city  clerk  for  such 
action;  that  the  former  relates  to  the  class  of  claims  to 
which  the  one  in  question  belongs,  and  should  prevail  over 
the  latter  general  provision,  under  a  well-known  rule  of 
statutory  construction.  That  rule  does  not  apply  where  the 
later  general  statute  or  provision  is  so  worded  as  to  neces- 
sarily include  the  subject  of  the  previous  act  or  provision. 
It  is  a  rule  of  construction  adopted  to  the  end  that  all  pro- 
visions of  an  act  may  stand  together,  if  such  end  can  be 
attained  without  doing  violence  to  the  language  used.  The 
presumption  is  that  when  there  is  a  particular  clause  of 
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an  act,  or  a  special  act,  and  a  general  clause  or  general  act, 
in  terms  that  may  reasonably  but  not  necessarily  be  con- 
strued to  include  the  subject  of  the  particular  clause  or  act, 
the  latter  was  intended  as  an  exception.  There  is  no  room 
for  the  application  of  the  rule  where  the  language  of  the 
latter  clause  or  act  is  so  worded  as  to  leave  no  reasonable 
ground  for  inference  that  it  was  intended  otherwise  than 
to  cover  and  govern  the  particular  subject,  and  all  others  as 
well,  to  which  the  language  clearly  relates.  Such  is  the 
situation  in  this  case.  Sec.  13,  subch.  VIII,  is  so  plainly 
worded  that  rules  for  judicial  construction  cannot  be  re- 
sorted to  to  determine  the  legislative  intent,  so  far  as  relates 
to  the  subject  coverisd  by  it.  The  legal  presumption  of  the 
rule  mentioned  is  rebutted  by  unmistakable  language  even 
if  we  agree  that  there  is  a  conflict. 

But  it  is  considered  that  there  is  no  conflict  between  the 
two  sections.  In  judicial  construction,  one  of  the  most 
familiar  rules  is  that  conflicts  by  implication  or  otherwise 
between  different  provisions  of  a  statute,  or  between  two 
statutes,  are  not  favored  and  will  not  be  held  to  exist  if 
they  may  be  otherwise  reasonably  construed.  Attorney  Gen- 
eral ex  Tel.  Taylor  v.  Brown,  1  Wis.  613;  Attorney  General 
V.  Railroad  Cos.  36  Wis.  426.  Such  rule  has  often  been 
stated  by  this  court  to  the  effect  that  when  two  acts  or  pro- 
visions are  susceptible  of  a  construction  which  will  give 
operation  to  both  and  all  of  the  words  in  each*,  without 
doing  violence  to  either,  it  is  incumbent  on  the  court  to 
search  for  some  reasonable  ground  for  such  construction, 
and  not  reach  the  conclusion  that  a  fatal  conflict  exists, 
unless  the  meaning  of  the  words  and  the  manner  of  their 
use  be  such  as  to  render  it  impossible  to  reconcile  them  on 
any  reasonable  theory,  whereby  all  may  be  given  force  and 
effect. 

Applying  the  foregoing  to  this  case,  the  conclusion  is. 
easily  reached  that  the  words,  "  presented  to  the  common 
Vol.  96  —  35 
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council  for  allowance,"  and  "  filed  with  the  city  clerk  for 
the  action  of  the  common  council,"  are  identical  in  meaning. 
The  only  orderly  way  by  which  a  claim  can  be  presented 
to  a  common  council  for  its  action  is  by  filing  the  same  with 
its  clerk.  When  so  filed  it  is,  in  legal  effect,  presented  to 
the  common  council.  The  only  effect  of  sec.  13,  subch.  VIII, 
is  to  broaden  out  the  provision  of  sec.  4,  subch.  VII,  so  as 
to  apply  to  all  claims  against  the  city  of  whatever  character, 
whether  arising  on  contract  or  otherwise. 

The  fact  that  the  charter  requires  the  comptroller  to 
examine  and  report  on  all  claims  before  action  by  the  com- 
mon council,  does  not  warrant  the  conclusion  that  the  legis- 
lative intent  was  that  the  council  should  have  sixty  days 
within  which  to  act,  after  the  report  by  the  comptroller. 
The  wording  of  the  section  in  regard  to  the  duties  of  the 
comptroller  indicates  that  the  legislative  idea  was  that  a 
claim  would  be,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  before  the  coun- 
cil for  action  when  filed  with  the  clerk.  It  does  not  provide 
that  a  claim  shall  not  be  presented  to  the  council  for  action 
till  passed  upon  by  the  comptroller,  but  that  it  shall  not  be 
acted  upon  by  them  till  first  examined  and  reported  on  by 
him.  He  is  required  to  examine  and  report  on  all  claims 
presented, —  report,  obviously,  to  the  council, —  and  that 
suggests,  naturally,  that  the  claim  goes  to  his  hands,  in 
legal  eflPect,  from  the  council  through  its  clerk.  The  word 
"presented,"  thus  used,  has  the  same  significance  as  in  the 
term,  "  presented  to  the  common  council,"  found  in  sec.  4, 
subch.  VII.  The  requirement  plainly  is  that  the  comptrol- 
ler shall  examine  and  report  on  all  claims  presented  to  the 
common  council  for  their  action,  or  filed  with  the  city  clerk 
for  such  action,  and  that  the  council  shall  not  allow  a  claim 
till  so  examined  and  reported  on. 

The  foregoing  appears  to  be  not  only  a  reasonable  con- 
struction, but  very  plainly  in  accord  with  what  was  intended 
by  the  lawmakers.     It  also  accords  with  the  decision  of  the 


Wis.]  JANUAKT  TERM,  1898.  5iT 

Bank  of  Lodi  vs.  Washburn  Electric  Light  &  Power  Ca 

trial  court,  and  necessarily  leads  to  an  affirmance  of  the 
order  appealed  from.  The  right  of  appeal  was  perfect  at 
the  expiration  of  sixty  days  from  the  time  of  the  presenta- 
tion of  the  claim  to  the  common  council  for  allowance,  by 
filing  the  same  with  its  clerk  for  action  thereon.  Such  right 
being  perfect,  the  appellant  was  obliged  to  exercise  it  within 
the  twenty  days  allowed  by  statute,  or  be  forever  barred 
from  thereafter  prosecuting  his  claim  in  any  court.  Flem- 
ing V,  Appleioriy  55  Wis.  90;  Koch  v.  Ashland^  83  Wis.  361. 
By  the  Court, —  The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  affirmed. 
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|llO         409 
Election  of  remedies:  Promis8oi*y  notes,  ^        ^„ 

illl  250 

A  note  given  to  a  bank  for  its  accommodation  was  transferred  for^-^ =7= 

value,  before  due,  to  one  who  did  not  know  that  it  was  accommo-  531111  605 
dation  paper,  and  was  indorsed  by  the  bank  and  its  president 
Prior  to  its  maturity  the  indorsee  sent  the  note  to  the  bank  for 
collection,  but  received  no  returns.  Afterwards,  acting  upon  the 
belief,  induced  in  part  by  the  conduct  of  the  maker,  that  the  note 
had  been  paid,  he  brought  an  action  against  the  bank  and  its  pres- 
ident for  money  had  and  received,  and  obtained  a  verdict  Before 
the  entry  of  judgment  he  learned  that  the  note  had  not  been  paid, 
but  the  judgment  was  nevertheless  entered  and  execution  issued 
and  levied,  partially  satisfying  the  judgment.  Held,  that  there 
had  been  no  election  of  a  remedy  which  would  preclude  an  action 
by  the  indorsee  against  the  maker  on  the  note. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Bayfield 
county :  John  K.  Parish,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

The  Bank  of  Washburn,  holding  an  accommodation  note 
of  $1,500,  executed  by  defendant,  transferred  the  same  to 
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plain tifif,  for  value,  before  due,  the  latter  having  no  knowl- 
edge that  it  was  accommodation  paper.  The  note  was  in- 
dorsed by  the  Bank  of  Washburn  and  A.  C.  Probert,  its 
president.  At  maturity  the  note  was  renewed,  the  latter 
note  bearing  date  August  12,  1895,  and  due  in  sixty  days. 
Prior  to  its  maturity  it  was  sent  to  the  Bank  of  Washburn 
for  collection.  Not  getting  any  returns  from  it,  plaintiff's 
cashier,  Hutson,  went  to  Washburn  and  interviewed  Mr. 
Probert,  by  whom  he  was  informed  that  he  supposed  the 
whole  matter  had  been  settled.  Hutson  demanded  the  money 
or  a  return  of  the  note,  but  got  no  satisfactory  answer.  Hut- 
son then  sought  out  Mr.  Meehan,  defendant's  secretary,  and 
informed  him  of  the  situation,  and  was  then  told  that  he 
knew  nothing  about  the  note  or  whether  it  was  paid  or  not. 
Supposing  it  had  been  paid,  Hutson  then  instituted  an  ac- 
tion against  the  Bank  of  Washburn  and  A.  C.  Probert  for 
'  money  had  and  received,  and  swore  out  an  attachment.  The 
action  was  brought  to  trial  on  June  23, 1896,  the  attachment 
was  sustained,  and  verdict  was  rendered  for  the  plaintiff  for 
the  amount  of  the  note  and  interest.  Prior  to  the  entry  of 
judgment,  Hutson  learned  for  the  first  time  that  the  note 
had  never  been  paid,  and  that  Probert  had  returned  the 
same  to  defendant  about  the  time  it  became  due,  without 
payment.  Judgment  was  afterwards  entered,  execution  is-, 
sued,  and  the  attached  property  sold  for  $175  more  than  the 
expenses  of  the  sale.  The  sheriff  made  return  upon  the  ex- 
ecution that  no  other  property  of  defendants  could  be  found. 
This  action  was  then  commenced,  in  which  the  defendant  set 
up  the  proceedings  in  the  former  case  as  a  defense.  After 
a  full  hearing,  the  court  directed  a  verdict  for  plaintiff,  and 
from  the  judgment  entered  thereon  this  appeal  has  been  taken. 
For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  A.  IF.  JIcLeod, 
and  oral  argument  3fr.  McLeod  and  Mr.  TF.  M,  Tomkins. 
They  contended,  inter  alia,  that  if  respondent  did  not  have 
knowledge  of  all  the  facts  at  the  lime  of  the  commencement 
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of  its  action  against  the  Bank  of  Washburn  and  .Probert^ 
and  subsequently  upon  the  trial  learned  them  and  desired 
to  pursue  its  remedy  against  appellant,  it  should  have  takers 
a  nonsuit,  or  shouldnot  have  entered  the  judgment  rendered 
in  its  favor.  Any  decisive  action  of  a  party  after  knowl- 
edge of  the  facts  determines  his  election  in  the  case  of  con- 
flicting and  inconsistent  remedies.  Sanger  v.  Wood^  3  Johns. 
Ch.  417;  Terry  v.  Hunger,  121  N.  Y.  IQl;  White  v.  White, 
68  Vt.  161;  Zee  v.  Corn,  21  K  Y.  Supp.  1073;  Clements  v. 
SrnitNs  Advi'rSy  9  Gill  (Md.),  160;  Hoxoard  v.  Carpenter,  11 
Md.  259;  Parmlee  v.  Adolph,  28  Ohio  St.  10;  Thomas  v. 
Josliuj  36  Minn.  1 ;  Williams  v.  Ketchum,  21  Wis.  438;  Bow- 
ker  Fertilizer  Go,  v.  Cox,  106  N.  Y.  555 ;  Kennedy  v.  Thorp, 
51  id.  174;  Strong  v.  Strong,  102  id.  69;  Second  Nat  Bank 
V.  Burt,  93  id.  233 ;  McLean  v.  Fiche,  94  Iowa,  283 ;  Lloyd 
V.  Brewster,  4  Paige,  637;  Farwell  v.  Myers,  59  Mich.  179; 
Schiffer  V.  Dietz,  83  N.  Y.  300;  Bowen  v.  Mandeville,  95  id. 
237;  Acer  v.  HotchJciss,  97  id.  395. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Cate,  Sanhorn, 
Lamoreux  (&  Parle,  attorneys,  and  D,  F,  CKeefe,  of  coun- 
sel, and  oral  argument  by  B,  B,  ParJc. 

Bardeen,  J.  The  principal  question  on  this  appeal  is 
whether  respondent  is  bound  by  its  election  in  suing  the 
Bank  of  Washburn  and  A.  C.  Probert  for  money  had  and 
received  for  its  use,  upon  the  cause  of  action  that  it  now 
sues  appellant.  It  is  a  rule  quite  universal  that  where  a 
party  has  a  choice  between  two  inconsistent  rights  or  rem- 
edies, and  deliberately  and  with  full  knowledge  makes  his 
choice,  such  election  becomes  conclusive  upon  him  and.  pre- 
cludes him  from  subsequently  pursuing  the  other.  Mariner^. 
V,  M.  (&  St.  P.  Ji.  Co.  26  Wis.  84;  Wa7Ten  v.  Landry,  74  Wis. 
144;  Crook  v.  First  Nat.  Bank,  83  Wis.  31.  The  attempt 
to  apply  this  rule  to  the  present  case  leads  to  the  disclosure 
of  the  following  facts:  The  Bank  of  Washburn  and  Probert, 
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defendants  in  the  former  case,  were  indorsers  on  the  note 
involved  in  this  suit,  and  as  such  were  liable  to  respondent 
^ther  jointly  or  severally  with  appellant.  Before  it  became 
•due,  it  was  sent  to  the  Bank  of  Washburn  for  collection,  and 
Tvas  taken  by  Probert,  and  returned  to  appellant  without 
payment.  The  conduct  of  appellant's  secretary,  when  vis- 
ited by  respondent's  agent,  was  such  as  to  lead  the  latter 
to  believe  the  note  had  been  paid.  The  former  suit  was  in- 
stituted on  the  mistaken  assumption  that  the  note  had  been 
paid,  and  without  knowledge  of  the  true  situation.  The  ap- 
pellant is  certainly  somewhat  to  blame  for  this  deception. 
A  party  is  never  bound  by  the  election  of  a  remedy,  made 
in  ignorance  of  substantial  facts,  which,  if  known,  might 
proffer  an  alternative  suit.  7  Ency.  of  PI.  &  Pr.  366.  And 
especially  is  this  true  when  he  is  deceived  or  misled  by  tlie 
conduct  of  the  party  seeking  to  take  advantage  of  the  elec- 
tion. 

It  is  not  perceived  how  the  rights  of  the  appellant  were 
in  any  way  affected  by  the  institution  of  the  suit  against  the 
Bank  of  Washburn  and  Probert.  All  of  the  parties  were 
under  legal  obligation  to  pay  the  amount  of  this  note  to  re- 
spondent at  the  time  of  the  institution  of  the  first  suit.  A 
judgment  against  one  would  have  been  no  bar  to  a  judg- 
ment against  the  other.  The  mere  fact  that  execution  was 
issued  and  the  attached  property"  sold,  after  respondent  be- 
came informed  of  the  true  situation,  under  the  circumstances 
of  this  case,  cannot  be  held  to  operate  as  an  election  to  ap- 
pellant's prejudice.  Whatever  was  realized  upon  that  judg- 
ment was  really  to  its  benefit.  So  long  as  the  right  existed 
for  respondent  to  maintain  an  action  against  the  Bank  of 
Washburn  and  Probert,  indorsers,  and  against  appellant  as 
maker  of  the  note,  it  is  difficult  to  see  how  the  doctrine  of 
election  of  remedies  can  be  invoked  in  this  case.  There  was 
nothing  in  the  situation  to  lead  respondent  to  believe  that 
the  relation  of  appellant  to  the  Bank  of  Washburn  was  that 
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of  accommodation  maker  of  the  note.  Indeed,  every  reason- 
able intendment  from  the  situation  would  seem  %o  lead  to 
the  contrary.  The  form  of  the  note  and  its  renewal  would 
naturally  suggest  that  it  was  one  made  in  the  regular  course 
of  business.  .  The  conduct  of  appellant's  secretary,  after 
being  informed  of  all  the  facts,  was  sufficient  to  induce  the 
belief  that  the  note  had  been  paid,  and  it  ought  not  now  to 
be  permitted  to  take  advantage  of  its  own  wrong. 

For  these  reasons  the  judgment  of  the  trial  court  was 
right. 

Bt/  the  Court —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


Cass  and  others,  Respondents,  vs.  Sutherland  and  others, 

Appellants. 

February  11  — March  t,  1898. 

<1)  Appeal:  Findings:  Fraud,    (2)  Practice:  Sale  by  sheriff  of  land  in 
hands  of  receiver:  Enforcement  of  lien:  Judgment 

1.  Findings  of  the  trial  court  that,  pending  plaintiffs'  actions  against 

an  insolvent  debtor,  the  latter  had  conveyed  lands  to  a  corpora- 
tion formed  by  him,  with  intent  to  hinder,  delay,  and  defraud  them 
in  the  collection  of  their  demands,  are  held  to  have  been  based 
upon  sufficient  evidence  and  will  not,  therefore,  be  disturbed  on 
appeal. 

2.  The  court  which  had  appointed  a  receiver  for  a  corporation  rendered 

judgment  for  the  plaintiffs  in  an  action  to  subject  lands  in  the 
hands  of  the  receiver  to  the  lien  of  plaintiffs'  executions  against 
the  grantor  of  the  corporation.  The  judgment  directed  that  the 
sheriff  proceed  upon  said  executions  to  sell  the  lands.  Held,  that 
this  direction  was  within  the  power  of  the  court  and  will  not  be 
disturbed  in  the  absence  of  anything  to  show  that  such  method  of 
enforcing  the  lien  was  prejudicial. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Ashland 
county:  John  K.  Parish,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 
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For  the  appellants  there  was  a  brief  by  Tomkins  <&  Mer- 
rill^ and  oral  argument  by  W.  M,  Tomkina. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Cate^  Sanhorny 
Lamoreux  &  Parky  attorneys,  and  Oeo,  P,  Possman^  of  coun- 
sel, and  oral  argument  by  A.  W.  Sanhom. 

WiNSLow,  J.  The  plaintiffs  were  judgment  creditors  of 
the  defendant  W.  P.  Sutherland^  and  brought  this  action  in 
equity  to  subject  certain  lands  to  the  lien  of  executions 
theretofore  issued  upon  their  said  judgments  which  had  been, 
levied  upon  said  lands.  It  was  alleged  in  the  complaint  and 
found  by  the  court  that  pending  the  plaintiffs'  actions  the 
defendant  Sutherland^  being  insolvent,  had  conve3'ed  said 
lands  to  a  corporation  formed  by  him,  called  the  Sutherland 
Lumber  Company^  with  intent  thereby  to  hinder,  delay^ 
and  defraud  the  plaintiffs  in  the  collection  of  their  demands, 
and  judgment  was  rendered  setting  aside  said  conveyance, 
and  declaring  said  executions  valid  liens  upon  the  land,  and 
directing  the  sheriff  to  sell  the  same  to  satisfy  the  plaintiffs' 
judgments.  These  findings  of  fact  were  based  upon  suffi- 
cient evidence,  and  under  familiar  rules  will  not  be  disturbed 
by  this  court.  They  entirely  justify  the  judgment  which 
was  rendered. 

Another  point,  however,  raised  by  the  appellants,  requires 
attention.  It  appears  that  after  the  plaintiffs'  executions 
were  leviedlhe  Sutherland.  Lumber  Company  became  in- 
solvent, and  that  the  circuit  court  for  Ashland  county  ap- 
pointed a  receiver  of  its  property,  who  qualified  and  took 
possession  thereof,  including  the  real  estate  in  question. 
The  receiver  is  a  party  to  this  action.  It  is  now  objected 
that  the  court  erred  in  directing  the  sheriff  to  sell  the  prop- 
erty, but  should,  after  adjudging  the  lien,  have  left  the  prop- 
erty in  the  hands  of  the  receiver,  and  directed  him  to  sell 
the  same  in  the  receivership  action.  Courts  will  not  ordi- 
naiily  permit  property  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver  to  be  sold 
on  execution,  the  reason  being  that  by  such  means  the  pro]>- 
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erty  in  the  possession  of  the  court  will  be  dissipated  and  the- 
court  will  be  deprived  of  jurisdiction  to  administer  it.  And 
this  doctrine  has  been  applied  to  cases  where  there  is  a  valid 
levy  prior  to  the  appointment  of  the  receiver.  High,  Ee- 
ceivers  (3d  ed.),  §  141;  Walling  v.  Ililler,  108  N.  Y.  173^ 
Tallin  V,  Zoeb,  78  Wis.  404;  Ballin  v.  Merchant^  Exch. 
Bank^  89  Wis.  278.  It  is,  however,  a  question  of  adminis- 
tration of  assets.  The  court  appointing  a  receiver  majr 
grant  leave  to  the  creditor  to  proceed  and  sell  upon  execu- 
tion. Walling  v.  inilevy  supra;  Wiswall  v,  Sampson,  14 
How.  52.  In  the  present  case  both  actions  were  in  the  same 
court,  and  the  receiver  was  a  party  to  the  action  brought 
to  subject  the  lands  to  the  lien  of  the  execution  levies.  Under 
these  circumstances  the  judgment  authorizing  and  directing 
the  sale  of  the  lands  upon  the  plaintiffs'  executions  can  be 
regarded  as  nothing  less  than  a  formal  direction  by  the  court 
which  appointed  the  receiver  that  the  land  be  sold  by  the 
sheriff  under  the  execution,  instead  of  by  the  receiver.  The 
court  having  power  to  so^ direct,  and  nothing  appearing  to 
show  that  such  method  of  enforcing  the  lien  is  prejudicial^ 
there  is  no  ground  for  interference  by  this  court. 
By  the  Court. —  Judgment  affirmed. 
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and  another,  Eespondents.  li^^. 

Same,  Eespondents,  vs.  Same,  Appellants.  »8       |^|. 

February  11  — March  i,  1898. 

Appeal:  Sufficiency  of  pleading:  Bemedy  at  law:  Demurrer  ore  tenus: 
Equity:  Taxation:  Interest:  Town  orders:  Presumption  as  to  valid- 
ity: Highway  taxes:  Basis  of  computation, 

1.  The  objection  that  the  complaint  fails  to  state  a  cause  of  action 

cannot  be  raised  for  the  first  time  on  appeal. 

2.  The  objection  that  the  plaintiff  has  an  adequate  remedy  at  law  can- 

not be  raised  by  a  demurrer  ore  tenus  to  the  complaint 
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3.  Where,  pending  an  action  in  equity  to  set  aside  alleged  illegal  taxes 

and  restrain  a  levy  upon  personal  property  to  collect  the  sanie, 
the  defendant  town  made  such  levy  and  the  plaintiff  was  obliged 
to  pay  the  entire  amount  of  the  tax  to  prevent  a  sale,  t^  tcould 
seem  that  the  action  should  not  be  dismissed  on  the  ground  that 
the  plaintiff  has  an  adequate  remedy  at  law,  but  the  coart  should 
retain  jurisdiction  and  grant  such  relief  as  the  changed  conditions 
demand. 

4.  The  levy  by  a  town  board  of  a  tax  to  pay  interest  on  outstanding 

orders  is  held  to  have  been  without  authority,  in  the  absence  of 
anything  to  show  that  they  had  ever  been  presented,  or  tliat  the 
holders  were  threatening  suit  thereon. 

^  In  the  absence  of  evidence  to  the  contrary  it  will  be  presumed  that 
.  outstanding  orders  and  bills  allowed  by  a  town  board  of  super- 
visors were  for  legal  obligations,  and  tliat  it  would  not  be  inequi- 
table for  the  town  to  pay  them. 

«6.  At  a  special  town  meeting  held  July  17  it  was  voted  to  levy  a  tax 
for  highway  purposes  for  that  year.  The  town  had  theretofore 
voted  to  collect  the  highway  taxes  in  money.  Held,  that  such  tax 
was  properly  computed  on  the  basis  of  the  valuation  of  the  pre- 
ceding year. 

Appeals  from  a  judgment  of  tha  circuit  court  for  BayGeld 
oounty :  John  K.  Parish,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

The  plaintiffs  brought  this  action  in  the  circuit  court  for 
Bayfield  county  to  set  aside  the  taxes  levied  on  their  real 
and  personal  property  for  the  year  1895,  and  to  restrain  de- 
fendant's treasurer  from  levying  upon  their  personal  prop- 
erty to  collect  the  same.  A  temporary  restraining  order 
was  issued  by  the  court,  which  was  afterwards  set  aside 
upon  defendant's  application.  Pending  the  suit,  defendant's 
treasurer  levied  upon  plaintiflFs'  personal  property  for  the 
taxes  upon  their  real  and  personal  property,  and,  in  order 
to  prevent  a  sale,  plaintiffs  were  obliged  to  pay  the  full 
-amount  of  the  tax  involved  in  this  suit.  Thereupon,  and  by 
leave  of  court,  plaintiffs  made  and  filed  a  supplemental  com- 
plaint, which  contained  the  allegations  of  the  original  com- 
plaint, with  a  statement  that  their  property  had  been  levied 
upon  and  the  tax  paid,  and  a  demand  for  judgment  that 
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they  be  reimbursed  for  that  portion  of  the  tax  so  paid 
found  to  be  illegal. 

An.  answer  was  duly  served,  and  the  cg.se  referred  to  a 
referee  to  report  the  testimony.  Upon  the  coming  in  of 
the  referee's  report  and  the  opening  of  the  trial,  "  the  de- 
fendants objected  to  the  introduction  of  any  evidence  under 
the  complaint,  for  the  reason  that  the  plaintiffs  have  an  ad- 
equate remedy  at  law,"  which  ,was  overruled.  At  the  trial 
it  was  stipulated  that  the  sum  of  §7,985.31,  levied  for  rail- 
road fund,  was  void  for  the  reason  that  it  was  levied  for 
railroad  aid  bonds  not  earned.  The  complaint  attacked  the 
following  levies  made  by  the  town,  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  illegal : 

**  Outstanding  orders,  general  fund $5,740  15 

BiUs  aUowed,  no  orders  drawn 4,344  41 

Outstanding  orders,  highway  funds 6,896  57 

BiUs  allowed,  no  orders  drawn 218  19 

Outstanding  orders,  school  fund 4,400  00 

Railroad  tax 7.985  31 

For  interest  on  orders 1,500  00 

Excess  on  highway  mill  tax 1,980  48 

$32,574  11  " 

The  court  found  substantially  that  the  levies  for  railroad 
purposes  and  for  interest  on  outstanding  orders  were  void, 
and  that  the  other  levies  were  valid,  and  gave  judgment  for 
plaintiffs  for  $2,136  and  costs.  This  sum,  as  near  as  we  can  " 
ascertain  from  the  defective  condition  of  the  record,  is  that 
portion  of  the  railroad  tax  and  interest  on  outstanding  or- 
ders charged  against  plaintiffs'  property. 

Both  parties  excepted  to  the  findings  and  have  appealed 
from  the  judgment. 

For  the  plaintiffs  there  was  a  brief  by  Tomkina  cfe  Mer- 
rill^ and  oral  argument  by  W.  M,  Tornkins, 

For  the  defendants  there  was  a  brief  by  A,  TT.  MoLeod 
and  A.  M.  Warden^  and  oral  argument  by  J/r.  McLeod,  To 
the  point  that  the  objection  that  the  complaint  does  not 
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state  a  cause  of  action  is  available  at  any  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceeding, they  cited  6  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  373,  380;. 
Harris  v.  ffarris^  10  Wis.  467. 

Bardeen,  J.  The  point  is  made  that  the  amended  com- 
plaint does  not  state  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a  cause  of 
action,  in  that  it  fails  to  allege  the  filing  of  a  claim  with  the 
town  clerk  to  be  laid  before  the  town  board  of  audit,  as  re- 
quired by  sec.  824,  E.  S.  1878.  The  objection  is  first  raised 
in  this  court.  No  demurrer  was  filed  to  the  complaint;  no 
objection  that  w^as  available  to  defendant  was  taken  at  the 
trial ;  and  no  plea  in  abatement  was  interposed.  Under  re- 
peated decisions  of  this  court,  the  failure  to  make  timely 
objections  in  the  manner  indicated  is  an  eflFectual  waiver  of 
the  right  to  insist  upon  this  objection.  Jaquisli  v.  Ithaca^ 
36  Wis.  108 ;  Sheet  v.  Appleton,  49  Wis.  125 ;  CoUette  v.  Weedy 
68  Wis.  428;  Lombard  v.  McMillan^  95  Wis.  627. 

The  objection  made  at  the  trial  that  the  plaintiffs  had  an 
adequate  remedy  at  law  is  equally  unavailable.  Such  an  ob- 
jection must  be  taken  by  demurrer  or  answer  on  that  ground, 
or  it  is  waived.  A  demurrer  ore  ienns  is  not  available.  Meyer 
V.  Garthwaite,  92  Wis.  571 ;  SweeUer  v.  Silher^  87  Wis.  102. 
Even  if  this  were  not  so,  this  would  seem  to  be  a  proper  case 
to  invoke  the  rule  that  when  a  defendant  in  a  bill  in  equity 
disenables  himself,  pending  the  suit,  to  comply  with  an  order 
for  the  specific  relief  sought,  the  court  will  retain  jurisdic- 
tion, and  grant  such  relief  as  the  changed  conditions  seem 
to  demand.  See  Leonard  v.  Rogan^  20  Wis.  540;  Hopkins 
V,  Gilman^  22  Wis.  476;  Conibs  v.  Scott,  76  Wis.  662;  CoU  v. 
Getzinger,  96  Wis.  559 ;  Milkman  v.  Ordway,  106  Mass.  232. 

The  court  found  that  the  items  in  the  levy  for  "  railroad 
tax"  and  "interest  on  outstanding  orders  and  bills"  were 
illegal  and  void.  The  first  item  was  admittedly  bad,  under 
the  ruling  of  this  court  in  Keystone  Lumber  Co.  v,  Bayfieldy 
94  Wis.  491,  as  being  a  lev}'  to  pay  bonds  not  yet  issued. 
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The  second  item  was  included  in  the  levy  pursuant  to  a  reso- 
lution of  the  town  board  to  pay  interest  on  all  town  orders 
issued  prior  to  December  15, 1893,  at  six  per  cent.,  upon  con- 
dition that  the  holders  of  the  same  would  file  with  the  clerk 
A  written  guaranty  that  they  would  not  put  the  orders  into 
judgment.  Town  orders  are  not  negotiable  instruments.  E.S. 
1878,  sec.  1675.  A  town  is  not  liable  for  an  order  drawn  on 
its  treasurer  until  after  demand  and  refusal  of  payment. 
Packard  v.  Bovinay  24  Wis.  382.  Such  orders  do  not  bear  in- 
terest in  the  absence  of  statute.  2  Beach,  Pub.  Corp.  §  880 ; 
Snyder  v,  Bovaird,  122  Pa.  St.  442.  The  proceeding  adopted 
by  the  town  board  was  in  no  sense  an  attempt  to  compromise 
town  indebtedness.  So  far  as  the  evidence  in  this  case  shows, 
we  are  left  in  the  dark  as  to  whether  the  orders  upon  which 
interest  was  to  be  paid  had  ever  been  presented  for  pay- 
ment, or  whether  the  holders  were  threatening  suit  or  not. 
Such  being  the  state  of  the  record,  we  hold  that  there  was 
absolutely  no  authority  on  the  part  of  the  town  board  to 
make  the  levy  in  question,  and  the  finding  of  the  trial  judge 
was  correct. 

Complaint  is  made  that  the  levies  for  outstanding  orders 
and  bills  allowed  were  illegal.  The  poverty  of  the  evidence 
with  reference  to  these  items  is  significant.  So  little,  in 
fact,  appears  with  reference  to  these  claims,  that  counsel  are 
driven  to  say  that,  as  to  outstanding  orders,  they  were  either 
covered  by  the  levy  for  the  preceding  year  or  were  issued 
in  excess  of  the  levy.  There  is  the  same  dearth  of  evidence 
relating  to  the  levy  for  bills  allowed.  We  are  left  to  infer 
that  these  levies  are  void,  because  they  happen  to  be  unfort- 
unately christened.  Equity  will  not  grant  relief  upon  any 
such  doubtful  or  uncertain  basis.  In  absence  of  evidence  to 
the  contrary,  the  court  is  bound  to  presume  that  the  orders 
and  bills  mentioned  were  legal  obligations,  and  that  it  would 
not  be  inequitable  for  the  town  to  pay  them.  The  decision 
of  this  court  in  Hixon  v.  Oneida  Co.  82  Wis.  515,  and  other 
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cases,  substantially  establish  this  doctrine,  and  there  is  abso- 
lutel}'^  no  reason  shown  in  this  case  why  the  plaintiff  sboald 
not  be  bound  by  it.  The  same  is  true  as  to  the  levy  for  out- 
standing school  orders  and  highway  orders.  So  far  as  we 
are  advised  by  the  evidence,  all  of  these  orders  w^ere  valid, 
subsisting  obligations  of  the  town.  We  are  bound  to  pre- 
sume that  they  were  issued  by  legal  authority  and  upon  a 
sufficient  consideration,  in  absence  of  proof  to  the  contrary. 
It  follows,  therefore,  that  the  plaintiffs  suffer  no  hardship 
in  being  compelled  to  bear  their  share  of  the  burden  thus 
imposed. 

Another  ground  of  complaint  arises  from  the  manner  in 
which  the  highway  taxes  were  carried  out  on  the  roll  by 
the  clerk.  At  a  special  town  meeting  held  July  17, 1895,  it 
was  voted  to  raise  a  five-mill  tax  for  highway  purposes  for 
that  year.  The  clerk  computed  the  amount  of  such  tax  upon 
the  assessed  valuation  of  the  property  of  the  town  for  the 
year  1894,  which  was  $1,827,334,  and  carried  it  into  the  roll 
of  1895.  The  assessed  valuation  of  the  town  for  1895  was 
$1,479,734;  so  that,  upon  the  plan  adopted  by  the  clerk, 
upon  the  latter  valuation  the  tax  amounted  to  six  and  one- 
third  mills.  The  town  had  theretofore  voted  to  collect 
the  highway  taxes  in  money.  The  plan  adopted  by  the 
clerk  seems  to  have  been  in  accord  with  the  decision  of  this 
court  in  Ilebard  v,  Ashland  Co,  55  Wis.  145,  where  it  was 
said:  "The  statute  evidently  contemplates  that  such  tax 
should  be  computed  upon  the  basis  of  the  valuation  of  the 
previous  year.  This  kind  of  tax  is  required  to  be  levied  on 
or  before  the  second  Mondaj^  of  May  in  each  year,  and  the 
tax  roll  of  that  year  has  not  yet  been  made,  and  the  assess- 
ment has  not  yet  been  corrected  and  perfected  by  the  board 
of  review,  which  sits  on  the  last  Monday  of  June."  It  is  a 
fact  quite  notorious,  and  made  manifest  from  the  testimony 
herein,  that  town  assessments  vary  largely  from  year  to 
year  (in  this  case  nearly  $400,000);  and  it  seems  very  proper 
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to  adopt  a  construction  that  will  enable  both  the  electors 
and  the  town  board  to  know  positively  whether  the  amount 
voted  for  highway  purposes  is  likely  to  exceed  the  limit 
fixed  by  K.  S.  1878,  sec.  1240. 

This  disposes  of  the  objections  raised  by  both  parties,  and 
it  follows  therefrom  that  the  decision  of  the  trial  judge  was 
correct. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed on  both  appeals. 
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February  11— March  1, 1898, 

Electric  street  railways:  Collision  with  wagon  at  crossing:  Excessive 
speed:  Negligence  of  motorman:  Evidence:  Court  and  Jury. 

1.  Where  all  reasonable  probabilities  from  facts  unquestionably  estab- 

lished by  the  evidence  are  on  one  side  of  a  controversy,  the  testi- 
mony of  an  interested  party  to  the  contrary  does  not  create  a 
conflict  of  evidence  requiring  such  controversy  to  be  submitted  to 
and  determined  by  a  jury  or,  if  submitted,  support  their  determi- 
nation, if  contrary  to  all  such  reasonable  probabilities. 

2.  Thus,  in  an  action  for  personal  injuries  received  in  a  collision  be- 

tween an  electric  street  car  and  the  wagon  in  which  plaintiff  was 
driving,  where  the  undisputed  evidence  showed  that  neither  the 
car  nor  the  wagon  was  injured  or  showed  any  evidence  of  the 
collision,  and  that  after  the  collision  the  car  was  stopped  as  soon 
as  would  have  been  practicable  had  it  been  going  at  an  ordinary 
rate  of  speed,  plaintiff's  testimony  that  the  car  was  going  at  a 
speed  of  twenty  miles  per  hour  is  held  to  be  incredible  and  insuf- 
ficient, of  itself,  to  warrant  a  jury  in  finding  tliat  the  car  was 
going  at  a  negligent  rate  of  speed. 
8.  The  complaint  in  such  case  alleged  that  the  motorman  was  negligent 
in  that  he  ran  into  the  wa^on  without  giving  any  signal  of  the 
approach  of  the  car  by  sounding  the  bell.  The  evidence  showed 
that  he  sounded  the  bell  constantly  wliile  passing  over  a  distance  of 
about  100  feet  in  approaching  the  crossing  at  which  the  collision 
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occurred;  that  plaintiflf  saw  the  car  approaching  when  his  horses* 
heads  were  just  over  the  track,  and  immediately  backed  them 
clear  of  the  track  and  stopped,  with  them  completely  under  con- 
trol; that  when  the  car  was  close  at  hand  the  horses  became 
frightened  by  the  bell  and  the  noise  and  appearance  of  the  car, 
and  jumped  forward  bringing  the  wagon  jn  front  of  the  car.  There 
was  no  evidence  that  the  horses  showed  symptoms  of  friglit  till 
the  instant  they  jumped  in  front  of  the  car.  Held,  that  there  was 
no  warrant  for  submitting  the  case  to  the  jury  on  the  claim  that 
there  was  a  negligent  ringing  of  the  car  bell  which  caused  the 
horses  to  become  frightened  and  unmanageable. 
4.  Actionable  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  motorman  in  such  a  case 
is  not  shown  unless  it  is  a  reasonable  inference  from  the  evidence 
and  circumstances  established  thereby  that  the  jumping  forward 
of  the  horses  was  a  natural  and  probable  result  of  his  conduct 
and  that,  as  a  person  of  ordinary  intelligence  and  prudence,  in  the 
light  of  attending  circumstances,  he  ought  reasonably  to  have 
anticipated  such  result,  or  some  injury  to  plaintiff,  by  reason  of 
such  conduct 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Ashland 
county:  John  K.  Pakish,  Circuit  Judge.    Beversed. . 

Action  to  recover  damages  for  personal  injuries.  The 
complaint  is  to  the  effect  that  plaintiff  approached  defend- 
ant's street-car  track,  located  on  Second  street,  in  the  city 
of*  Ashland,  Wisconsin,  from  the  south,*  traveling  on  a  cross 
street  known  as  "Ninth  Avenue  West; "  that  he  was  riding 
in  a  wagon,  driving  a  team  hitched  thereto;  that  at  the 
intersection  of  the  streets  there  was  a  building  on  one  side 
and  a  high  bill  board  on  the  other,  which  so  obstructed  his 
view  that  he  could  not  see  an  approaching  car  till  he  was 
near  the  track;  that  the  track  was  about  twenty-six  feet 
from  the  street  line;  that  as  he  was  passing  over  the  track, 
his  horses  walking  at  a  rapid  rate  of  speed,  a  car  coming 
from  the  west  at  a  great  rate  of  speed,  without  the  motor- 
man  giving  any  signal  of  its  approach  by  sounding  the  car 
bell,  struck  the  wagon  and  turned  it  over,  throwing  the 
plaintiff  out  against  a  curbstone  and  telephone  pole,  causing 
the  injuries  for  which  the  damages  are  claimed. 
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Looking  at  the  evidence  in  the  most  favorable  lif^ht  for 
plaintiff,  it  is  to  the  following  effect:  Plaintiff  approached 
the  track  as  alleged.  The  obstructions  to  his  view  existed 
as  claimed.  Plaintiff  was  standing  up  in  his  wagon.  When 
the  horses'  heads  were  just  over  the  track,  plaintiff  saw  a 
car  approaching  from  the  west.  The  motorman,  at  that  in- 
stant, immediately  signaled  for  a  clear  track  by  vigorously 
sounding  his  bell.  Plaintiff  immediately  backed  his  team 
clear  of  the  track,  and  then  stopped  with  the  horses  under 
complete  control.  In  backing,  the  team  swung  a  little  to 
the  right  so  as  to  str.nd  somewhat  diagonally  to  the  track. 
As  the  car  reached  a  point  nearly  opposite  where  the  horses 
stood,  they  became  frightened  by  the  sound  of  the  bell  and 
the  noise  and  appearance  of  the  car,  causing  plaintiff  to  lose 
control  of  them,  whereupon  they  jumped  forward,  onto  and 
partially  across  the  track,  so  as  to  place  the  wagon  in  the 
pathway  of  the  car.  The  car  instantly  struck  the  wagon 
near  the  front  end,  at  which  instant  plaintiff  fell  over  the 
side  of  the  wagon  box  towards  the  car  and  let  go  the  lines. 
Instead  of  falling  to  the  ground,  he  caught  hold  of  the  wagon 
box  and  hung  onto  it,  with  his  body  outside.  The  horses 
ran  away  diagonally  across  the  track  and  down  the  street, 
with  plaintiff  hanging  to  the  box,  and  as  the  hind  part  of 
the  wagon  crossed  the  track  the  car  collided  with  it  at  a 
point  about  thirty  or  forty  feet  from  the  first  collision. 
After  the  horses  ran  about  one  hundred  feet  they  passed 
near  a  telephone  pole  on  the  left  hand  side  of  the  street  so 
that  plaintiff's  body  collided  with  the  polo,  forcing  him  to 
lose  his  hold  on  the  box  and  fall  to  the  ground.  The  evi- 
dence is  undisputed  that  plaintiff  sustained  some  injuries, 
and  that  neither  the  wagon  nor  the  car  was  injured  or 
showed  any  evidence  of  the  collision.  There  is  some  con- 
flict in  the  evidence  as  to  the  speed  of  the  car,  but  looking 
at  that  in  the  most  favorable  light  for  plaintiff,  it  is  to  the 
effect  that  if  the  car  was  going  at  the  rate  of  about  eight 
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miles  an  hour,  it  would  not  have  been  practicable  to  have 
stopped  it  inside  of  about  fifty  feet,  and  that  it  actually  did 
stop  in  going  from  thirty  to  forty  feet  after  the  car  first 
struck  the  wagon. 

At  the  close  of  the  evidence  there  was  a  motion  on  the 
part  of  the  defendant  for  the  direction  of  a  verdict,  which 
was  denied,  and  the  ruling  duly  excepted  to.  A  verdict  on 
the  evidence  was  rendered  in  plaintiff's  favor.  There  was 
a  motion  to  set  the  verdict  aside  as  contrary  to  the  evidence, 
and  for  a  new  trial,  which  was  denied.  Judgment  was  ren- 
dered in  plaintiff's  favor  on  the  verdict,  from  which  this  ap- 
peal was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Tomkina  dk  Merrilly 
and  oral  argument  by  TF.  M.  Tomhins. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Caie^  Sanhoruy 
Lamoreux  dk  Parity  attorneys,  and  D.  F.  O^EeefCy  of  coun- 
sel, and  oral  argument  by  B,  JS.  Park. 

Marshall,  J.  The  question  for  decision  on  this  appeal  is, 
Does  the  evidence  warrant  the  verdict  and  the  judgment, 
under  the  rule  that,  if  there  is  any  credible  evidence  in  that 
regard,  which,  if  believed,  is  sufficient  therefor,  the  ruling 
of  the  trial  court,  refusing  to  grant  a  new  trial  for  insuffi- 
ciency of  evidence,  will  not  be  disturbed  on  appeal? 

It  is  apparent  at  the  outset  that  there  was  an  entire  fail- 
ure to  establish  the  facts  pleaded  to  show  actionable  negli- 
gence. While  it  is  alleged  that  plaintiff  was  driving  his 
team  across  the  street  railway  track  at  the  time  of  the  in- 
jury, the  evidence  shows  that  the  team  became  unmanage- 
able while  standing  in  a  safe  position,  and  jumped  forward 
across  the  track  immediately  ahead  of  the  car,  so  that  it 
was  impracticable  to  stop  the  car  after  the  team  started. 
The  complaint  states  that  the  plaintiff  proceeded  onto  the 
track  without  observing  the  coming  car,  because  the  motor- 
man  failed  to  signal  the  approach  by  sounding  his  car  bell. 
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The  evidence  shows  that  the  motorman  sounded  the  car  bell 
constantly  while  passing  over  a  distance  of  about  100  feet 
in  approaching  the  crossing,  and  the  negligence  relied  on 
to  support  the  verdict  is  not  failure  to  sound  the  bell,  but 
sounding  it  too  much,  as  the  car  approached  the  crossing,  so 
that  thQ  noise  of  the  bell,  concurring  with  the  noise  and  ap- 
pearance of  the  rapidly  approaching  car,  frightened  the  team 
and  caused  them  to  become  unmanageable  and  jump  onto 
the  track.  There  is  not  a  scintilla  of  evidence  that  the 
horses,  by  their  appearance,  indicated  danger  of  their  run- 
ning away  or  becoming  unmanageable  on  account  of  the 
approach  of  the  car  and  the  noises  incident  thereto,  up  to 
the  very  time  they  became  unmanageable  ^nd  jumped  for- 
ward. 

Aside  from  the  evidence  of  plaintiff  that  the  car  was 
going  at  a  speed  of  twenty  miles  an  hour,  there  is  no  fact 
alleged  in  the  complaint  showing  negligence  that  is  sup- 
ported by  evidence,  and  it  cannot  be  said  that  plaintiff's 
testimony  as  to  the  speed  of  the  car  was  credible  in  the  face 
of  the  undisputed  evidence  that  neither  the  car  nor  the 
wagon  was  injured  or  showed  any  evidence  of  the  collision, 
and  that  the  car  was  stopped  as  soon  as  practicable  after  the 
collision  if  it  was  going  at  an  ordinary  rate  of  speed.  Where 
all  reasonable  probabilities  from  facts  unquestionably  estab- 
lished by  the  evidence  are  on  one  side  of  a  controversy,  the 
testimony  of  an  interested  party  to  the  contrary  does  not 
create  a  conflict  of  evidence  requiring  such  controversy  to 
be  submitted  to  and  determined  by  a  jury,  or,  if  submitted, 
support  their  determination,  if  contrary  to  all  such  reason- 
able probabilities.  Badger  v.  Janesville  Cotton  Mills,  95 
Wis.  599.  It  follows  that  there  was  no  evidence  to  warrant 
a  jury  in  finding  that  the  car  was  going  at  a  negligent  rate 
of  speed  as  it  approached  the  crossing,  or  for  submitting  that 
question  to  a  jury. 

Farther,  in  face  of  the  claim  of  negligence  in  the  com- 
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plaint  that  the  raotorman  ran  the  car  into  plaintiflTs  wagon 
and  overturned  it,  without  giving  any  signal  of  the  approach 
of  the  car,  there  was  no  warrant  for  submitting  the  case  to 
the  jury  on  the  claim  that  there  was  a  negligent  ringing  of 
the  car  bell  which  caused  the  horses  to  become  frightened 
and  unmanageable,  especially  when  there  was  no  evidence 
that  the  horses  showed  symptoms  of  fright  till  the  instant 
they  jumped  ahead  of  the  car. 

Looking  at  the  case  in  the  light  of  the  pleadings  and  the 
evidence,  it  is  considered  that  there  was  no  evidence  that 
the  motorman  was  negligent,  and  certainly  no  evidence  of 
actionable  negligence,  in  that  there  was  no  room  for  a  rea- 
sonable inference  from  the  evidence  and  circumstances  es- 
tablished .thereby  that  the  jumping  forward  of  the  team 
was  a  natural  and  probable  result  of  the  conduct  of  the  mo- 
torman, and  that,  as  a  person  of  ordinary  intelligence  and 
prudence,  in  the  light  of  attending  circumstances,  he  ought 
reasonably  to  have  anticipated  such  result,  or  some  injury 
to  plaintiff,  by  reason  of  such  conduct.  Deisenrieier  v. 
Kraus-Merhel  Malting  Co.  97  Wis.  279.  Before  that  essen- 
tial test  of  actionable  negligence  the  plaintiflTs  case  seems 
to  fail  so  completely  as  to  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
entirely  overlooked  by  the  trial  court.  ^ 

The  case  of  Eastwood  v.  La  Crosse  City  H.  Co.  94  Wis. 
163,  is  a  far  stronger  case  to  sustain  a  claim  of  actionable 
negligence  than  the  one  before  us,  and  this  court  there  de- 
cided that  no  such  negligence  was  disclosed  by  the  evidence. 
The  circumstances  were  that  the  horses  and  conveyance 
were  in  a  place  of  safety  as  the  car  approached ;  that  though 
exhibiting  some  evidence  of  uneasiness,  they  were  under  the 
control  of  the  driver  till  just  as  the  car  was  passing  them. 
They  then  suddenly  jumped  around  and  backed  the  sleigh 
onto  the  track,  causing  the  injury  complained  of.  There 
was  no  interval  between  the  instant  of  the  backing  of  the 
horses  and  the  collision,  sutficient  to  stop  the  car.    The 
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claim  was  made  that  the  raotorman  should  have  observed 
the  uneasiness  of  the  horses  and  applied  the  brake  to  the 
car  so  as  to  control  its  motion  with  reference  to  any  danger 
that  existed  of  the  horses'  placing  themselves  or  the  sleigh 
in  its  path.  In  deciding  the  case  the  court,  by  Mr.  Justice 
WiNSLow,  said,  in  substance,  that  a  motorman  is  not  re- 
quired to  apply  the  brakes  whenever  he  sees  a  horse  in  the 
street,  along  the  track,  showing  some  symptoms  of  appre- 
hension; to  demand  that  a,  street  car  must  be  slowed  up  or 
stopped  every  time  a  horse  or  a  team  displays  signs  of  un- 
easiness, would  render  it  impossible  for  street-car  companies 
to  perform  their  duty  to  the  public  by  furnishing  speedy 
transportation  of  passengers.  All  that  was  said  in  the  opin- 
ion on  the  line  indicated  applies  most  strongly  to  the  facts 
of  this  case,  because  there  is  no  evidence  here  of  the  fright 
of  the  team  till  the  instant  they  jumped  onto  the  track,  and 
the  plaintiff  testified  that  they  were  under  his  control  till 
that  instant.  The  ruling  in  Bishop  v.  Belle  City  St.  B.  Co. 
92  Wis.  139,  is  also  decisive  of  this  case,  though  \he  facts 
there  do  not  make  its  application  quite  as  well  defined  as 
that  of  Eastwood  v.  La  Crosse  City  B.  Co.^  supra. 

It  follows  from  the  foregoing  that  the  defendant's  mo- 
tion, made  at  the  close  of  the  evidence,  for  the  direction  of 
a  verdict  should  have  been  granted,  and  that  the  motion  to 
set  aside  the  verdict  as  contrary  to  the  evidence  should  have 
been  granted. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  trial. 

Authorities  as  to  the  frightening  of  a  horse  by  a  street  car  are  col- 
lected in  a  note  to  Doster  v.  Charlotte  St  R.  Co.  (117  N.  C  651),  in  84  L. 
R  A.  481.— Rep. 
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Pleading:  Making  definite  and  certain:  Appeal:  Fra%id:  Auction  9ale$ 
of  land:  Statute  of  frauds:  Joinder  of  causes  of  action:  Execviars: 
Limitations, 

L  An  appeal  from  an  order  directing  a  complaint  to  be  made  more 
definite  and  certain  will  be  dismissed  unless  there  was  an  abuse  of 
discretion. 

2l  In  pleading  fraud  it  is  not  sufficient  to  allege  the  mere  conclusion 
that  the  party  acted  fraudulently,  but  the  facts  from  which  such 
.  conclusion  is  drawn  must  be  stated. 

&  In  an  action  to  compel  a  conveyance  of  land  which  plaintiff  claimed 
to  have  bought  at  auction  sales,  an  allegation  in  the  complaint 
that  when  the  land  was  first  put  up  at  auction  by  defendants  the 
plaintiff  was  the  highest  and  best  bidder,  and  that  "memoranda 
of  the  bids  and  sale  were  duly  made  and  kept  by  the  parties,"  is 
held  insufficient  to  show  a  compliance  with  the  statute  of  frauds 
(sec.  2304,  R.  S.  1878),  where  the  complaint  does  not  state  that  a 
sale  was  then  in  fact  made,  but  alleges  two  subsequent  auction 
sales  of  the  same  land  by  the  defendants,  at  each  of  which,  also^ 
the  plaintiff  was  the  highest  and  best  bidder,  and  does  not  show 
upon  which  sale  he  relics. 

4  A  cause  of  action  against  executors  in  their  representative  capacity 
cannot  be  joined  with  a  cause  of  action  against  them  as  individ- 
uals. 

6.  A  demurrer  ou  the  ground  that  the  action  was  npt  commenced 
witliin  the  time  limited  by  law  will  not  be  considered  if  it  fails  to 
refer  to  the  statute  relied  on,  as  required  by  sec.  2651,  R.  S.  1878L 

Appeals  from  orders  of  the  circuit  court  for  Sawyer 
county :  John  K.  Paeisji,  Circuit  Judge.  Affirmed  as  to  one 
order;  appeal  dismissed  as  to  the  other. 

The  defendants  are  proceeded  against  personally  and  as  ex- 
ecutors of  the  last  will  and  testament  of  Hiram  W.  Webster, 
deceased.  The  substantial  allegations  of  the  complaint  are  as 
follows :  (1)  That  Hiram  W.  Webster,  in  his  lifetime,  was  the 
owner  of  certain  lands,  describing  them.  (2)  That  Webster 
died  May  4,  1884,  leaving  a  will,  in  which  the  defendants 


Wis.]  JANUAKT  TEEM,  1898.  567 

Crowley  v&  Hicks  and  others. 

were  named  as  execators;  and  that  they  accepted  the  trust. 
(3)  That  the  executors  named  were  empowered  to  sell  said 
real  estate.  (4)  That  in  October,  1884,  the  executors  filed 
an  inventory,  in  which  the  lands  in  question  were  valued  at 
$10,000.  (5)  That  in  July,  1886,  the  executors  offered  said 
lands  for  sale  for  $26,500,  and  that,  in  case  they  were  not 
sold  during  that  month,  they  would  be  offered  for  sale  at 
public  auction,  without  reserve.  (6)  That  on  July  20,  1886, 
plaintiff  promised  to  pay,  and  Sargent  and  Wehater  agreed  to 
receive,  $26,500  for  said  lands,  but  that  this  court  decided 
that  agreement  void.  (7)  That  thereafter  defendants,  as  ex- 
ecutors, offered  said  lands  for^  sale  at  auction,  that  manj^- 
bids  were  made,  and  that  plaintiff's  bid  of  $34,000  was  the 
highest  and  best  bid,  and  that  he  was  prepared  to  pay  the 
money  and  receive  a  deed,  and  demanded  that  said  lands  be 
conveyed  to  him,  "  at  which  auction  sale,  memoranda  of  the 
bids  and  sale  were  duly  made  and  kept  by  the  parties  afore- 
said." (8)  That  thereafter  defendants  notified  plaintiff  at 
two  different  times  that  said  lands  would  be  sold  at  auction, 
and  at  each  of  said  sales  plaintiff  attended,  numerous  bids 
were  made,  and  he  was  the  highest  and  best  bidder  for  the 
same.  (9)  That  plaintiff  has  been  ever  ready  and  willing  to 
pay  the  amount  of  his  said  bid,  and  to  carrj'^  out  any  one  of 
his  said  bids;  that  he  has  "expended  large  suras  of  money 
and  valuable  time  in  his  effort  and  endeavor  to  purchase" 
said  lands,  but  defendants  refuse  to  convey  the  same  to  him. 
(10)  "  That  the  defendant  Ilichs  heretofore,  to  wit,  at  the 
time  of  said  auction  sales,  conspired  and  connived,  with  the 
knowledge  of  the  other  defendants,  to  cheat  and  defraud  this 
plaintiff  out  of  the  said  lands,  and  of  the  purchase  thereof, 
and  which  said  other  defendants  then  and  there,  by  their 
course  and  conduct  in  the  matter,  permitted  said  defendant 
so  to  do,  and  thus  became  liable,  together  with  the  estate 
aforesaid,  to  this  plaintiff  in  the  premises."  (11)  That  said 
JSicks  declared  to  the  other  defendants  that  plaintiff  should 
not  have  said  lands,  and  the  other  defendants,  by  their  acts, 
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consented  thereto;  "that  the  knowledge  of  said  fraudulent 
acts  and  purposes  of  the  said  defendants  was  not  obtained 
or  received  or  known  to  this  plaintiff  until  June,  1894;" 
that  the  purpose  of  Ilicks  to  obtain  plaintiff's  bid  and  pre- 
vent his  obtaining  the  lands,  and  the  consent  thereto  by  the 
other  defendants,  was  made  with  intent  to  defraud  and  de- 
ceive the  plaintiff.  (12)  That  plaintiff  has  expended  for  his 
expenses  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  said  lands  $3,500, 
and  the  value  of  said  lands  when  purchased  by  plaintiff  was 
$52,500. 

The  demand  for  relief  is  that  defendants  be  required  to 
convey  said  lands  to  the  plaintiff,  and  pay  such  damages  as 
he  has  suffered ;  and,  if  defendants  have  conveyed  said  lands, 
then  that  plaintiff  have  judgment  for  the  value  thereof,  less 
the  amount  of  his  bid. 

Defendants  Sargent  and  Webster  filed  separate  demurrers 
as  individuals  and  as  executors:  (1)  "  That  several  causes  of 
action  have  been  improperly  ybu/i^Z"  [the  word  "found" 
was  evidently  intended  for  the  word  "united,"  as  found  in 
the  statute]:  (a)  "  One  cause  of  action  for  specific  perform- 
ance, another  in  tort."  (b)  A  cause  of  action  against  the 
defendants  personally  with  an  action  against  them  as  exec- 
utors. (2)  That  the  complaint  does  not  state  facts  sufficient 
to  constitute  a  cause  of  action.  And  (3)  that  the  action  was 
not  commenced  within  the  time  limited  by  law.  The  defend- 
ant Ilicks^  personally  and  as  executor,  entered  a  motion  to 
make  the  complaint  more  definite  and  certain. 

The  demurrers  were  sustained,  and  the  motion  to  make 
more  definite  and  certain  granted.  Plaintiff  appealed  from 
both  orders. 

For  the  appellant  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief  of 
J.  F.  Ellu. 

For  the  respondent  Hicks  there  was  a  brief  by  Hooper  cfc 
Hooper^  and  oral  argument  by  Moses  Hooper, 

For  the  other  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Bouck  ct* 
Hiltoriy  and  oral  argument  by  Gabe  Bouck. 
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Bardeen,  J.  The  appeal  from  the  order  directing  plaint- 
iff to  make  his  complaint  more  definite  and  certain  should 
be  dismissed.  The  application  in  this  respect  was  addressed 
to  the  discretionary  power  of  the  court,  and  cannot  be  re- 
viewed except  for  abuse.  There  were  ample  grounds  for 
the  order  made  in  this  case.  McCai'ville  v.  BoyUy  89  Wis. 
651;  Adam^on  v.  Itaymci\  94  Wis.  243. 

The  complaint,  as  challenged  by  the  demurrer,  raises  two 
questions:  (1)  Does  the  complaint  state  facts  sufficient  to 
constitute  a  cause  of  action  ?  (2)  Is  there  a  misjoinder  of 
causes  of  action  ? 

There  were  two  demurrers,  one  interposed  by  defendants 
Sargent  and  Webster  as  individuals,  and  the  other  in  their 
capacity  as  executors.  A  mere  inspection  of  the  complaint 
leads  at  once  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  barren  of  allegation 
of  any  fact  to  support  a  suit  against  Sargent  and  Webster  as 
individuals.  If  they  are  chargeable  at  all  as  individuals,  it 
arises  from  the  allegations  of  fraud  contained  in  the  tenth 
and  eleventh  paragraphs  of  the  complaint,  which  are  sub- 
stantially set  forth  in  the  statement  of  facts.  In  the  tenth 
paragraph  it  is  said  that  the  defendant  Hlcks^  at  the  time  of 
said  auction  sales,  conspired  and  connived,  with  the  knowl- 
edge of  the  other  defendants,  to  cheat  and  defraud  the  plaint- 
iff out  of  said  lands,  and  that  the  other  defendants,  by  their 
course  and  conduct  in  the  matter,  permitted  IIicl^s  so  to  do, 
and  thus  became  liable  with  the  estate  by  virtue  of  the  fraud 
aforesaid.  In  the  following  paragraph  the  pleader  states 
substantially  that  Iliclca  determined  and  declared  to  the 
other  defendants  that  plaintiff  should  not  be  permitted  to 
]>urchase  said  lands,  and  that  the  other  defendants,  by  their 
acts  in  the  premises,  consented  thereto;  and  that  the  acts  of 
HUl'Sy  and  the  consent  thereto  by  the  other  defendants,  were 
made  with  intent  to  defraud  and  to  deceive  the  plaintiff. 
The  other  allegations  of  the  complaint  indicate  that,  in  so 
far  as  these  defendants  were  dealing  with  the  land,  they 
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acted  in  the  capacity  of  executors;  and  if,  as  plaintiff  claims, 
a  contract  was  made  which  he  is  entitled  to  have  enforced, 
the  attempt  to  charge  fraud  upon  the  defendants  personally 
avails  him  nothing.  But,  if  this  fact  should  be  deemed  mate- 
rial to  the  plaintiff's  right  of  recovery,  yet  the  pleader  has 
violated  every  canon  of  correct  pleading  by  omitting  to  state 
any  fact  from  which  the  conclusion  of  fraud  may  be  inferred. 
He  contented  himself  with  stating  vague  and  unsatisfactory 
conclusions,  leaving  it  in  uncertainty  as  to  what  his  real  pur- 
pose was.  "  In  alleging  fraud  it  will  not  suffice  to  say  that 
the  party  fraudulently  procured,  or  fraudulently  induced, 
or  fraudulently  did  this  or  that,  or  that  he  committed  or  was 
guilty  of  fraud;  the  facts  which  constitute  the  fraud  must 
be  stated.  Fraud  is  a  conclusion  of  law.  A  statement  that 
defendants  in  'concert  did,  by  connivance,  conspiracy,  and 
combination,  beat  and  defraud  the  plaintiff  out  of,'  etc.,  does 
not  state  the  facts  that  constituted  the  cause  of  action.  It 
does  not  appear  what  they  did;  the  legal  conclusion  —  an 
epithet  only  —  is  applied  to  their  acts  without  knowing  what 
they  were."  Bliss,  Code  PI.  §  211 ;  Cohn  v.  Goldman^  76 
N.  Y.  284:.  Tested  by  this  rule,  the  complaint  falls  far  short 
of  stating  a  cause  of  action  against  the  defendants  as  individ- 
uals, even  if  it  be  conceded  that  they  may  be  joined  in  this 
action. 

As  affecting  the  defendants  in  their  official  capacity  as 
executors,  the  complaint  states  that  in  July,  1886,  the  plaint- 
iff promised  to  pay  the  defendants  the  sum  of  $26,500  for 
this  land,  and  the  defendants  Sargent  and  Webster  promised 
to  receive  the  .same  therefor,  but  that  this  court  held  such 
agreement  void;  that  thereafter  defendants  notified  plaint- 
iff that  said  lands  would  be  put  up  at  auction  and  sold  to 
the  highest  bidder;  that  thereafter  said  lands  wei;'e  put  up 
at  auction,  defendant  Ilick^  acting  as  auctioneer  and  bidding 
against  the  plaintiff;  that  many  bids  were  made,  and  that 
plaintiff's  bid  of  $34,000  was  the  highest  and  best  bid;  that 
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at  op.id  sale  "  memoranda  of  the  bids  and  sale  were  duly 
made  and  kopt  by  the  parties  aforesaid."  The  pleader  fails 
to  state  that  any  sale  was  in  fact  made ;  but,  if  he  had 
stopped  here,  it  is  possible  that  we  might  have  inferred, 
from  the  statement  that  "memoranda  of  the  bids  and  sale 
were  duly  made  and  kept,"  that  such  memoranda,  duly  made, 
might  have  been  a  compliance  with  sec.  2304,  E.  S.  1878. 
Ounderaon  u.  Thomas^  87  Wis.  406.  This  section  provides 
that  every  contract  for  the  sale  of  any  lands  shall  bo  void 
unless  thfo  contract,  or  some  note  or  memorandum  thereof, 
expressing  the  consideration,  be  in  writing,  and  be  subscribed 
by  the  party  by  whom  the  sale  is  made,  or  his  lawfully  au- 
thorized agent.  This  court  has  held  that  auction  sales  of 
real  estate  come  within  the  statute,  and  that  the  memoran- 
dum, to  make  the  sale  valid,  must  be  made  by  the  auction- 
eer contemporaneously  with  the  sale.  Baniber  v.  Savage^ 
52  Wis.  110.  But  the  pleader  does  not  stop  here.  In  the 
eighth  and  ninth  paragraphs  of  the  complaint  he  states 
that  thereafter  —  that  is,  after  the  alleged  sale  before  men- 
tioned —  the  defendants  at  two  different  times  notified  him 
that  said  lands  would  be  sold  at  auction  to  the  highest  bid- 
der for  cash,  and  that  at  each  of  said  two  sales  the  plaintiff 
attended  and  bid  upon  said  lands,  and  at  each  he  was  the 
highest  and  best  bidder  therefor,  and  that  he  has  been  ready 
and  willing  to  carry  out  any  one  of  his  said  bids,  and  to 
purchase  said  lands,  but  the  defendants  have  refused  to  con- 
vey the  same.  Whatever  inference  the  court  might  have 
been  at  liberty  to  indulge  in  to  support  the  alleged  sale  first 
mentioned  is  negatived  by  these  averments  as  to  subsequent 
sales.  Construing  the  complaint  together,  it  is  entirely  un- 
certain upon  which  sale  the  plaintiff  relies,  and  we  are  not 
assisted  in  any  way  by  reference  to  the  prayer  for  relief. 

But  conceding  that  he  relies  upon  the  sale  first  mentioned, 
personally,  I  have  grave  doubts  as  to  the  sufficiency  of  the 
allegations  of  t\\e  complaint  in  reference  thereto.     The  alle- 
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gation  that  Eicks  Roted  as  auctioneer  and  executor  and  bid 
at  the  sale  against  the  plaintiff  would  seem  to  indicate  that 
the  sale  ,wa8  not  without  reserve.  All  the  authorities  agree 
that,  in  order  to  complete  a  sale  at  auction,  there  must  be  a 
bidder  capable  of  becoming  a  purchaser,  and  an  acceptance 
thereof  by  the  auctioneer,  either  by  the  knocking  down  of  a 
hammer,  or  some  other  usual  mode  of  declaring  the  sale  com- 
plete. Bateman,  Auctions  (5th  ed.),  104;  Squibbs,  Auction- 
eers, 43 ;  2  Livermore,  Agency,  333.  Every  bidding  is  noth- 
ing more  than  an  ojffer  on  one  side,  which  is  not  binding  on 
either  side  till  it  is  assented  to.  There  is  no  showing  that 
the  alleged  sale  was  ever  assented  to  by  these  demurring 
defendants.  This  court  has  decided  that  all  the  executors 
must  join  in  the  execution  of  the  power  of  sale  under  the 
will  under  which  they  act.  It  may  be  doubtful,  also,  whether 
the  allegation  in  regard  to  the  making  and  keeping  of 
memoranda  of  bids  and  sale  is  sufficient,  even  under  the 
most  liberal  construction  of  the  pleading.  Had  there  been 
a  positive  allegation  of  sale  at  auction,  followed  by  another 
that  "  memoranda  were  duly  made  and  kept,"  we  might  be 
compelled  to  hold  it  sufficient,  under  the  former  decisions 
of- this  court.  It  is,  however,  a  loose  and  shiftless  style  of 
pleading,  that  ought  not  to  receive  encouragement. 

This  view  of  the  pleading  perhaps  renders  it  unnecessary 
to  decide  the  other  grounds  of  demurrer.  For  the  future 
guidance  of  parties  i;iterested,  it  may  not  be  out  of  place  to 
call  attention  to  the  rule  regarding  the  joinder  of  causes  of 
action  in  cases  like  this.  The  following  quotation  from 
Pomeroy's  Code  Eemedies  (§  502)  seems  to  state  the  rule 
with  sufficient  clearness  to  leave  nothing  else  to  be  said: 
"Another  particular  rule,  which  is  but  an  application  of  the 
same  doctrine,  requires  that  the  several  causes  of  action 
against  or  for  a  given  person  should  all  affect  him  in  the 
same  capacity.  In  other  words,  a  demand  for  or  against  a 
j)arty  in  his  personal  character  cannot  be^  united  with  an- 


Wis.]  JANUARY  TERM,  1898.  573 

Daroey  vs.  The  Farmers'  Lumber  Company  of  Wisconsin. 

other  demand  for  or  against  him  in  a  representative  char- 
acter as  trustee,  executor,  administrator,  receiver,  and  the 
like.  The  reason  usually  given  for  this  rule  when  applied 
to  defendants  is  that  the  judgment  upon  one  cause  of  action 
would  be  against  the  defendant  personally,  to  be  made  de 
honis propriisy  while  the  judgment  upon  the  other  cause  of 
action  would  be  against  him  in  his  representative  or  official 
capacity,  and  not  to  be  made  out  of  his  own  property ;  as, 
for  example,  it  might  be  made  de  lonis  testatoria.^^  See  Soff- 
man  v.  WheelocJc^  62  Wis.  434. 

The  ground  of  demurrer  assigned  that  the  action  was  not 
commenced  within  the  time  limited  by  law  will  not  be  con- 
sidered, because  it  fails  to  refer  to  the  statute  claimed  to 
limit  the  right  to  sue.    R.  S.  1878,  sec.  2651. 

By  the  Court. —  The  appeal  from  the  order  to  make  the 
complaint  more  definite  and  certain  is  dismissed,  and  the 
order  sustaining  the  demurrer  is  affirmed. 


Dabobt,  Respondent,  ts.  The  Faemkes'  Luhbeb  CoMPAmr  "98       57B| 
OF  Wisconsin,  Appellant.  ^^^^    '     ' 

February  11— March  i,  1898. 

Master  and  servant;  Personal  injuries:  Res  adjudicata:  Assumption  of 
risk:  Special  verdict:  Inconsistency. 

1.  The  decision  on  former  appeals  in  an  action  for  personal  injuries 
that  the  plaintiff  did  not,  as  a  matter  of  law,  assume  the  risk  of 
the  accident,  and  that  the  evidence  was  sufficient  to  support  a 
finding  of  the  jury  that  the  keeping  of  the  saw  upon  which  plaint- 
iff was  injured  in  its  exposed  condition  was  negligence  which  was 
the  proximate  cause  of  the  injury,  renders  those  matters  res  adju- 
dicatce  on  appeal  from  the  judgment  rendered  on  a  new  trial  on 
which  tho  evidence  was  substantially  the  same  as  before. 

3.  A  special  verdict  is  held  sufficient  to  cover  the  issue  as  to  plaintiff's 
assumption  of  risk,  although  the  question  submitted  on  tliat  point 
made  what  plaintiff,  not  what  a  man  of  ordinary  prudence  and 
intelligeAce,  ought  reasonably  to  have  foreseen  under  all  the  cir- 
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cumstanceSi  the  test  as  to  assumption  of  risk,  where,  construed 
in  the  light  of  the  charge  of  the  court,  the  answer  of  the  jury  to 
such  question  was  to  the  effect  that  the  plaintiff,  as  a  man  of 
ordinary  intelligence  and  prudence,  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary' 
care,  ought  not  to  have  known,  nor  reasonably  to  have  expected 
or  foreseen,  that  he  was  liable  to  sustain  such  an  injury  while  in 
the  performance  of  his  dutiea 
8.  A  finding  in  a  special  verdict  that  a  person  of  ordinary  prudence 
and  intelligence,  engaged  in  the  operation  and  management  of  de- 
fendant's mill,  ought  reasonably  to  have  foreseen  that  an  injury 
would  be  likely  to  oceur  to  a  person  employed  as  plaintiff  was  by 
coming  in  contact  with  the  exposed  saw  in  question,  is  held  not 
to  be  inconsistent  with  a  finding  that  the  plaintiff,  as  a  man  of 
ordinary  prudence  and  intelligence,  ought  not  reasonably  to  have 
expected  or  foreseen  that  an  injury  would  be  liable  to  occur  to 
him  while  performing  his  duties  in  the  mill  by  coming  in  contact 
with  the  saw. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Lincoln 
county :  Chas.  V.  Barueen,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

The  facts  are  stated  in  the  opinion. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Siarlc  <&  Hansen^ 
and  oral  argument  by  Joshua  Stark,  They  contended,  intei' 
alia,  that  both  the  employer  and  employee  stand  upon  the 
same  footing  of  responsibility  in  respect  to  perils  and  dan- 
gers that  are  patent,  open,  and  obvious, —  dangers  which 
may  readily  be  known  and  comprehended  by  any  person  of 
ordinary  prudence  and  intelligence,  in  the  exercise  of  ordi- 
nary care.  This  is  especially  true  where  both  have  equal 
means  of  knowledge.  Goltz  v.  J/1,  Z.  S.  cfc  TF.  R.  Co,  7fi 
Wis.  136;  Ballon  v.  C,  <&  N,  W.  R.  Co.  61  id.  257;  Behm 
V,  Armour,  58  id.  1 ;  Casey  v.  C,  SL  P.,  M.  &  0.  R,  Co.  90  id. 
113;  Gavigan  v.  Z.  S.  cfe  M.  S.  R.  Co.  67  N.  W.  Eep.  1097; 
Klait  V.  N.  C.  Foster  L.  Co.  92  Wis.  622;  Holt  v.  C,  M.  & 
St.  P.  R.  Co.  91  id.  596;  Erdman  v.  Illinois  Steel  Co.  95 
id.  6;  ShoicaUer  v.  Fairbanks,  M.  <&  Co.  88  id.  381;  Lud!ke 
V.  Berlin  Machine  Works,  id.  442. 

For  the  respondent  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  brief 
of  Cate,  Sanborn,  Lamoreux  ds  Park. 


Wis.]  JANUARY  TEEM,  1898. 


i>jt> 


Darcey  v&  The  Farmers'  Lumber  Company  of  Wisconsin. 

Oassoday,  0.  J.  This  is  an  action  to  recover  damages  sus- 
tained by  the  plaintiff  while  in  the  employment  of  the  de- 
fendant in  its  sawmill,  by  reason  of  the  alleged  negligence 
of  the  defendant  in  keeping  a  large  rotary  saw  partially  un- 
covered. Issue  being  joined  and  trial  had,  the  jury,  at  the 
close  thereof,  returned  a  special  verdict  to  the  effect  (1)  that 
the  location,  situation,  and  surroundings  of  the  saw  by  which 
the  plaintiff  was  injured,  and  the  extent  to  which  it  was 
uncovered  and  exposed,  were  known  to  the  plaintiff  prior  to 
the  time  of  his  injury;  (2)  that  the  defendant  did  not  exer- 
cise reasonable  and  ordinary  care  in  keeping  the  saw  upon 
which  the  plaintiff  was  injured  in  the  position  iind  condition 
in  which  it  was  at  the  time  of  his  injury ;  (3)  that  a  person 
of  ordinary  prudence  and  intelligence,  engaged  in  the  opera- 
tion and  management  of  the  defendant's  mill,  ought  to  have 
reasonably  expected  or  foreseen  that  an  injury  would  be 
likely  to  occur  to  a  person  employed  as  the  plaintiff  was  by 
coming  in  contact  with  the  saw  in  question;  (4)  that  the 
plaintiff  did  not  know,  nor  ought  he  reasonably  to  have 
expected  or  foreseen,  under  all  the  circumstances,  that  an 
injury  would  be  liable  to  occur  to  him  while  performing 
his  duties  in  the -mill  by  coming  in  contact  with  the  saw; 
(5)  that  they  assessed  the  plaintiff's  damages  at  $2,500.  From 
the  judgment  entered  thereon  the  defendant  appeals. 

When  this  case  was  here  upon  a  former  appeal,  we  de- 
clined to  hold  as  a  matter  of  law  that  the  plaintiff  assumed 
the  risk  of  the  accident.  87  Wis.  245,  249 ;  91  WMs.  G54.  The 
danger  was  one  not  usually  attendant  upon  the  plaintiff's 
employment,  and  of  which  he  had  not  been  warned.  So  it 
was  held  upon  such  appeal  that  there  was  evidence  sufficient 
to  support  the  finding  of  the  jury  to  the  effect  that  the  keep- 
ing of  the  saw  in  its  exposed  condition  was  negligence  on 
the  part  of  the  defendant  which  was  the  proximate  cause  of 
the  injury.  Id.  The  evidence  on  this  appeal  is  substantially 
the  same  as  on  the  former  appeals.    The  plaintiff  was  twenty- 
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three  years  of  age  at  the  time  of  the  injury.  The  decisions 
of  this  court  on  those  appeals  necessarily  dispose  of  the  ex- 
ception to  overruling  the  demurrer  ore  ienus;  and  also  the 
exceptions  to  the  second,  third,  and  fourth  findings  of  the 
jury,  on  the  ground  that  they  are  not  supported  by  the  evi- 
dence. The  first  question  submitted  was,  by  consent  of  the 
parties,  answered  by  the  court.  The  answers  to  the  second 
and  third  questions  found  the  defendant's  negligence.  It  is 
undisputed  that  the  plaintiff  knew  of  the  uncovered  and  ex- 
posed condition  of  the  saw. 

True,  the  fourth  question  submitted  related  to  the  knowl- 
edge, expectation,  or  foresight  of  the  plaintiff,  instead  of  a 
man  of  ordinary  prudence  and  intelligence  in  the  exercise  of 
ordinary  care.  Upon  that  question  the  court  charged  the 
jury  that  the  plaintiff  "  had  been  at  work  at  the  place  in 
question  fifteen  or  sixteen  days,  and  while  so  engaged  it  was 
his  duty  to  use  reasonable  care,  in  examining  his  surround- 
ings, to  observe  and  take  such  knowledge  of  dangers  as  could 
be  obtained  by  observation.  He  is  presumed  to  have  known 
all  such  risks  and  dangers  as  were  open  and  apparent  to  a 
person  of  ordinary  intelligence,  in  view  of  his  age,  experi- 
ence, and  means  of  observation,  and  which  usually  attend 
such  employment.  But  he  is  "not  presumed  to  have  known 
every  possible  danger  of  injury  that  might  exist.  .  .  . 
Taking  all  the  evidence  in  the  case  into  consideration,  if  you 
believe  plaintiff  knew,  or  as  a  reasonably  prudent  man  ought 
to  have  known  and  foreseen,  the  danger  or  risks  of  injury 
to  him  while  performing  his  duties  by  coming  in  contact 
with  the  saw  as  it  then  was,  then  write  the  proper  answer 
in  the  verdict,  which,  in  such  case,  would  be  *  Yes,'  if  yon  so 
find.  If  you  believe  plaintiff  did  not  know,  or  as  a  reason- 
ably intelligent  man  ought  not  to  have  expected  or  foreseen, 
the  danger  or  risk  of  injury  to  him  as  stated,  then  your  an- 
swer should  be  according  to  the  fact  so  found.  The  question 
is  not.  Did  plaintiff  know  that  the  saw  was  uncovered  and 
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unguarded?  but  is,  Did  he  know,  or  ought  he  to  reasonably 
have  known,  the  risk  or  danger  of  injury  resulting  there- 
from ? "  The  court  also  properly  instructed  the  jury  as  to  the 
meaning  of  " ordinary  care "  and  "ordinary  care  and  pru- 
dence," and  that  the  defendant  was  not  bound  to  provide 
against  every  possible  accident,  nor  insure  against  accident. 
Under  the  charge  the  jury  necessarily  found  that  the  plaint- 
iff, as  a  man  of  ordinary  prudence  and  intelligence,  in  the 
exercise  of  ordinary  care,  in  view  of  "  his  age  and  experience 
in  sawmills,"  ought  not  to  have  known,  nor  reasonably  to 
have  expected  or  foreseen,  that  he  was  liable  to  sustain  such 
injury  while  in  the  performance  of  his  duties.  The  answers 
to  the  third  and  fourth  questions  are  not  contradictory.  The 
portions  of  the  charge  quoted  are  applicable  to  the  case,  and 
justifiable. 

We  find  no  reversible  error  in  the  record. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 

Marshall,  J.  I  concur  in  the  decision  of  this  case,  gov- 
erned by  the  principle  of  res  ddjudicata.  On  a  former  ap- 
peal, on  the  same  evidence,  the  court  held  that  the  question 
of  whether  plaintiff  assumed  the  risk  by  reason  of  his  knowl- 
icdge  of  the  existence  of  the  uncovered  saw  was  for  the  jury. 
Eight  or  wrong,  that  decision  is  binding  in  this  case  on  this 
appeal. 

Bakdben,  J.,  took  no  part. 
Vol.  98— 37 
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Bernhardt,  Eespondent,  vs.  Etce,  imp.,  Appellant. 

,  08    678| 

.  11^M7|  February  11  —  March  7, 1898, 

Liens  on  logs  and  lumber:  Assignment:  Trusts:  Evidence. 

1.  In  an  action  to  enforce  a  lien  upon  lumber,  etc.,  under  ch.  139,  Laws 
of  1891,  evidence  that  after  plaintiff  commenced  to  do  the  work  in 
defendant's  mill,  for  which  the  lien  was  claimed,  the  mill  was  in 
operation  cutting  lumber;  that  there  were  manufactured  inch 
and  two-inch  hemlock  lumber,  chair  stock,  wagon  tongues,  and 
the  like;  and  that  this  was  the  lumber  upon  which  the  lien  wa» 
claimed,  is  held  sufficient  to  sustain  a  finding  that  plaintiff's  work 
was  performed  in  manufacturing  logs  and  timber  into  planks,  etc 

2L  The  log-lien  law  (ch.  139,  Laws  of  1891)  being  an  independent  enact- 
ment and  not  a  part  of  ch.  143,  R  S.  1878,  and  specific  provision 
having  been  made  in  it  that  claims  for  liens  not  represented  by 
time  orders  can  be  assigned  only  to  persons  claiming  a  lien  upon 
the  same  property,  it  tvould  seein  that  a  log  lien  is  not  assignable 
under  sec.  3616,  R  S.  1878,  making  a  claim  for  lien  under  said  ch. 
143  (which  originally  covered  the  subject  of  log  liens)  assignable. 

8.  An  instrument,  in  form  an  assignment  of  a  log-lien  claim,  by  the 
terms  of  which  the  assignee  was  to  collect  the  claim  and  out  of 
the  proceeds  pay  the  expenses  of  collection,  then  pay  certain  of 
»  the  assigi)or's  debts,  including  a  debt  to  the  assignee,  and  turn 

over  the  balance  to  the  assignor,  did  not  amount  to  an  assignment 
or  transfer  of  the  right  to  the  lien  so  as  to  destroy  the  lien,  but 
created  certain  express  trusts  in  favor  of  the  assignor,  who  re- 
mained the  real  owner  of  the  claim,  with  power  to  control  the 
same  at  all  times.  Caldwell  v.  Lawrence^  10  Wi&  331,  and  Tewks- 
bury  V.  Bronson,  48  Wis.  581,  distinguished. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Mara- 
thon county:  Chas.  V.  Bardeen,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

This  is  an  action  to  recover  for  labor  in  a  sawmill,  and  to 
enforce  a  lien  upon  60,000  feet  of  lumber  which  was  manu- 
factured in  the  mill.  The  defendant  Stevens  was  the  owner 
of  the  mill,  and  was  the  original  defendant,  and  the  defend- 
ant liice  was  afterwards  interpleaded,  and  filed  an  answer, 
claiming  to  own  the  lumber  which  was  attached.  The  facts 
in  the  case  were  simple  and  practically  undisputed. 
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The  plaintiff  went  to  work  October  28,  1895,  for  the  de- 
fendant Stevens,  at  his  mill,  called  the  Norwegian  mill,  in 
Marathon  county.  The  plaintiff  was  a  millwright,  and  first 
repaired  the  mill  and  got  it  ready  to  run,  which  work  occu- 
pied two  months;  and,  after  it  commenced  to  run,  he  took 
care  of  the  mill  and  did  the  filing  of  the  saws.  He  worked 
ninet3'-eight  and  one  quarter  days  at  $2.25  per  day,  and 
stopped  March  3,  1896,  at  which  time  there  was  due  him 
$221.06  for  his  labor,  and  he  then  received  from  Stevens 
$110.41,  leaving  due  the  balance  of  $110.65,  which  has  never 
been  paid.  While  the  mill  was  in  operation  and  the  plaint- 
iff was  in  charge  of  it,  doing  the  filing,  there  was  manufact- 
ured in  the  mill  a  quantity  of  inch  and  two-inch  hemlock 
lumber,  chair  stock,  wagon  tongues,  and  dimension  lumber, 
principally  of  hard  wood.  About  60,000  feet  of  this  lumber 
was  attached  by  the  plaintiff  in  this  action.  On  the  9th  of 
March,  1806,  the  plaintiff  filed  his  petition  for  the  lien,  which 
it  is  unnecessary  to  set  forth,  as  there  is  no  claim  but  that 
it  was  a  suflBcient  petition.  Upon  the  same  day,  and  after 
filing  the  petition,  the  plaintiff  and  one  Graebel  executed 
the  following  agreement: 

"This  agreement,  made  and  entered  into  by  and  between 
Frank  Bernhardt^  party  of  the  first  part,  and  Nic.  Graebel, 
party  of  the  second  part,  witnesseth : 

"That  WHEREAS,  first  party  has  a  claim  of  $110.65  against 
Alonzo  Stevens,  for  work  and  labor  performed  by  first  party 
as  a  millwright  during  this  winter  season;  and  whereas, 
there  has  an  action  been  brought  by  the  Mathie  Brewing 
Co.  against  first  party,  defendant,  and  said  Alonzo  Stevens, 
garnishee,  in  which  action  said  garnishee  has  been  adjudged 
to  pay  said  Mathie  Brewing  Co.,  on  the  26th  day  of  May, 
1896,  the  sura  of  $81.20;  and 

"Whereas,  party  of  the  first  part,  being  entitled  to  the 
said  sum  of  $81.60  as  exempt  from  execution  and  garnish- 
ment, has  entered  into  a  settlement  with  the  said  Mathie 
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Brewing  Co.,  whereby  he  agrees  to  pay  $25.00  to  said  Ma- 
thie  Brewing  Co.,  upon  discharge  of  said  Alonzo  Stevens 
from  garnishment,  and  oat  of  said  claim  against  Stevens 
when  collected;  and 

"Whereas,  the  party  of  the  second  part  has  a  claim 
against  the  first  party  of  $25.00,  balance  upon  a  debt  evi- 
denced by  order  given  to  him  by  first  party  upon  said  Ste- 
vens for  $50.00,  of  which  Stevens  had  paid  $25.00: 

"Now,  THEREFORE,  thc  first  party  hereby  transfers,  sells, 
and  assigns  all  his  right,  title,  and  interest,  and  mainly  his 
right  to  file  and  foreclose  a  lien  upon  certain  lumber  being 
at  the  said  Stevens'  mill,  the  so-called  Norwegian  mill,  in 
the  town  of  Easton,  Marathon  county,  in  the  manufacture 
of  which  first*  party  has  been  employed  by  said  Stevens,  to 
the  second  party,  in  consideration  as  follows: 

"First.  Party  of  the  second  part  shall  collect  said  claims, 
^nd,  if  necessary,  employ  an  attorney,  and  pay  out  the  nec- 
•«ssary  expenses  for  the  collection  of  said  claim. 

"  Second.  Out  of  the  proceeds  of  said  collection,  the  second 
party  shall  first  deduct  expenses,  then  take  out  the  $25.00 
balance  due  him  on  his  claim. 

"  Third.  Out  of  the  residue,  the  said  party  shall  pay  to 
the  said  Mathie  Brewing  Co.,  to  be  applied  upon  their  judg- 
ment against  first  party  rendered  in  the  case  aforementioned, 
the  sum  of  $25.00. 

"  Fourth.  The  balance  then  remaining  the  party  of  the 
second  part  shall  be  obliged  to  pay  over  to  party  of  the  first 
part." 

On  the  25th  of  March,  1896,  the  parties  made  another 
agreement,  purporting  to  terminate  the  first  agreement, 
which  was  indorsed  thereon,  and  is  as  follows: 

"  It  is  hereby  understood  and  agreed,  upon  valuable  con- 
sideration, that  the  agency  and  interest  and  powers  at- 
tempted and  intended  to  be  created  in  and  conferred  upon 
JNic.  Graebel  by  the  agreement  of  which  the  foregoing  is  a 
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copy  is  hereby  terminated,  leaving  the  said  Frank  Bern- 
hardt in  every  respect  in  the  same  position  as  if  the  said 
agreement  had  not  been  entered  into  at  all." 

Upon  the  same  day  that  this  second  agreement  was  signed 
and  executed,  this  action  was  commenced. 

The  court  found  the  facts  substantially^as  above  stated^ 
and  that  the  amount  of  $110.65  due  the  plaintiff  was  for 
labor  in  and  about  the  manufacture  of  logs  and  timber  into* 
lumber,  and  that  the  lumber  attached  in  this  action  was  a. 
part  of  the  lumber  so  manufactured,  and  that  the  plaintiff 
was  entitled  to  judgment  against  Stevens  for  the  amount 
due  him,  with  interest,  and  was  also  entitled  to  a  lien  there- 
for upon  the  lumber  attached.  From  a  judgment  in  accord- 
ance with  this  finding  Rice  appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Mylrea^  Marchetti 
<&  Birdy  and  oral  argument  by  C.  B,  Bird. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Otto  Kreuger  and 
Bump^  Kreutzer  &  Rosenherry^  and  oral  argument  by  M.  B. 
Roaenherry,  The}''  argued,  among  other  things,  that  the 
agreement  with  Graebel  was  not  by  its  terms  a  legal  assign- 
ment. Bernhardt  reserved  to  himself  the  ownership  of  the 
claim  which  he  transferred  to  the  control  of  Graebel  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  collection.  Under  the  most  favorable 
construction  the  latter  had  but  an  equitable  interest  in  it. 
This  the  respondent  might  legally  do  without  losing  his  lien. 
Murphy  V.  Adams^  71  Me.  113 ;  Eaton  v.  Alger^  47  N.  Y.  345^ 
349;  Edwards  u  Campbell^  23  Barb.  423;  Eaton  v,  Alger,  57 
id.  179;  Faij'hanTca  v.  Sargent,  6  L.  E.  A.  475, 117  K  Y.  320; 
Caldwell  v.  Lawrence,  10  Wis.  331. 

WiNSLow,  J.  The  first  contention  made  by  the  appellant 
is  that  the  present  log-lien  law  (Laws  of  1891,  ch.  139)  only- 
gives  a  lien  to  one  who  manufactures  logs  or  timber  inta 
lumber,  and  that  the  evidence  shows  that  the  material  which 
was  sawed  at  the  mill  in  question  was  lumber,  and  that 
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it  was  manufactured  into  dimension  stuff,  planks,  wagon 
tongues,  etc.,  and  hence  that  there  is  no  lien.  The  court 
found,  however,  that  the  plaintiflPs  work  was  performed  in 
inanuf  act u ring  loga  and  timher  into  planks,  dimensions,  wagon 
tongues,  etc.  While  the  evidence  is  very  meager  on  the 
:point,  we  regard  it  as  suflBcient  to  warrant  the  finding.  The 
plaintiff's  evidence  was  uncontradicted,  and  he  states  that, 
after  the  mill  started  to  run,  he  took  care  of  it  and  did  the 
filing,  and  that  after  he  commenced  to  do  the  filing  the  mill 
^yas  in  operation  cutting  lumber;  that  there  were  manufact- 
Tired  inch  and  two-inch  hemlock  lumber,  chair  stock,  wagon 
tongues,  and  the  like;  and  that  this  was  the  lumber  upon 
which  he  claimed  a  lien.  In  the  absence  of  all  other  evi- 
dence, we  think  the  reasonable  inference  from  this  testi- 
mony is  that  the  lumber  on  which  the  lien  is  claimed  was 
cut  from  logs  or  timber;  so  this  contention  must  be  over- 
ruled. 

•  The  appellant's  second  contention  is  that  the  plaintiff  lost 
his  lien  by  the  assignment  thereof  to  Graebel,  who  had  no 
claim  for  a  lien  upon  the  property.  It  seems  probable  that 
a  log  lien  is  not  assignable  under  sec.  3316,  E.  S.  1878, 
which  makes  a  claim  for  lien  under  ch.  143,  E.  S.  1878,  as- 
signable. Although  this  chapter  contained  provision  for 
log  liens,  the  entire  subject  of  such  liens  was  revised  and 
codified  by  independent  subsequent  legislation,  and  the  for- 
mer provisions  contained  in  the  Eevised  Statutes  repealed. 
See  Laws  of  1889,  ch.  413,  and  Laws  of  1891,  ch.  139.  The 
:last  of  these  laws  is  not  an  amendment  to  ch.  143,  E.  S. 
1878,  but  is  an  independent  chapter,  and  in  it  specific  pro- 
vision is  made  for  assignment  of  time  checks  and  time 
orders,  as  well  as  of  log-lien  claims  generally;  but  the  as- 
signment of  a  claim  not  represented  by  a  time  check  or  time 
order  can  only  be  made  to  persons  who  claim  a  lien  upon 
the  same  property.  Under  familiar  principles,  these  pro- 
Tisions,  being  specific,  seem  to  limit  and  control  the  general 
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provisions  contained  in  sec.  3316  of  ch.  143,  E.  S.  1878,  espe- 
cially in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  present  log-lien  law  is  not 
a  part  of  ch.  143.  However,  we  do  not  regard  the  agree- 
ment with  Graebel  as  an  assignment  or  transfer  of  the  right 
to  a  lien,  within  the  meaning  of  the  rule  laid  down  in 
TewJcshcry  v.  Bronaon^  48  Wis.  581.  While  the  language 
of  the  agreement  is  that  of  an  assignment,  it  will  be  readily 
«een  that  the  plaintiff  still  retained  the  beneficial  interest  in 
the  lien.  The  claim  and  lien  w,ere  not  transferred  to  Grae- 
bel as  his  property  to  do  with  as  he  chose,  but  simply  for 
the  purposes  of  collection  and  application  of  the  proceeds  in 
a  specified  way  for  the  benefit  of  BemhardL  Graebel  was 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  collection,  then  pay  certain  of  Berrkr 
hardies  debts,  and  pay  the  balance  to  Bernhardt,  The  legal 
effect  unquestionably  was  that  Graebel  became  a  trustee  of 
certain  express  trusts,  and  that  Bernhardt  became  the  cestui 
que  trustj  and  remained  the  real  owner  of  the  claim  and  lien, 
and  could  compel  the  execution  of  the  trust  duties  of  Grae- 
bel, all  of  which  were  for  BenmhardCs  benefit.  It  can  make 
no  difference  that  one  of  the  debts  to  be  paid  was  an  indebt- 
•edness  to  Graebel  himself.  Graebel's  debt  was  not  dis- 
charged or  paid  by  the  so  called  "assignment."  Bernhardt 
<;ould  pay  Graebel's  debt  at  any  time,  and  thus  extinguish 
any  rights  acquired  by  Graebel.  Thus,  it  appears  clearly 
that  Bernhardt  was  the  real  party  in  interest,  and  had  the 
power  of  controlling  the  claim  at  all  times.  The  early  cases 
in  this  court  {Caldwell  v.  Lawrence^  10  Wis.  331,  and  Tewks- 
hury  V,  Bronson^  48  Wis.  581)  which  hold  claims  for  liens 
not  to  be  assignable  are  cases  of  legal  transfers  by  absolute 
assignment,  and  are  clearly  distinguishable  from  the  case 
-at  bar. 

By  the  Court —  Judgment  aflBrmed. 

Bardeen,  J.,  took  no  part. 
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Billings,  Appellant,  vs.  Oneida  County,  Kespondent. 

F^yruary  11 — March  1, 1898. 

(1)  District  attorney:  Recovery  for  extra  services,    (2)  Appeal:  Review 

of  findings. 

1.  A  district  attorney  cannot  recover  for  services  performed  for  his 
county  in  prosecuting  appeals  to  the  supreme  court,  where  such 
services  were  rendered  without  expectation  of  receiving  pay 
therefor,  and  both  parties  supposed  at  the  time  that  they  were 
rendered  under  his  general  employment  as  district  attorney. 

2l  Findings  of  fact  by  the  trial  court  cannot  be  reviewed  on  appeal  in 
the  absence  of  a  bill  of  exceptions 

Appbaxs  from  judgments  of  the  circuit  court  for  Oneida 
county:  Chas.  V.  Babdeen,  Circuit  Judge.    Affirmed. 

This  is  an  appeal  from  the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court 
for  Oneida  county,  affirming  the  action  and  decision  of  the 
county  board  of  supervisors  of  that  county  in  wholly  dis- 
allowing plaintiflf's  account  for  services  rendered  by  him  as 
attorney  in  prosecuting  an  appeal  to  this  court  in  the  case 
of  T,  B,  Scott  Lumber  Co.  v.  Oneida  Co.  72  Wis.  158,  and 
the  amount  claimed  was  $180.  There  was  no  formal  issue 
joined,  the  plaintiff's  account  filed  constituting  the  com- 
plaint, which  was  deemed  denied  by  the  defendant  under 
the  statute,  E.  S.  1878,  sec.  685.  The  case  came  on  to  be 
tried  at  the  same  time  with  another  like  appeal  taken  by 
the  plaintiflf  from  the  disallowance  of  an  account  for  similar 
services  rendered  in  the  case  of  Alexander  v.  Oneida  Co.  76 
Wis.  56,  where  the  sum  claimed  was  $198.  Both  appeals 
were  tried  at  the  same  time. 

It  appeared  that  in  1888,  and  while  the  plaintiff  was  dis- 
trict attorney  of  said  county,  a  large  number  of  actions  were 
commenced  against  the  county  upon  county  orders,  and 
other  actions  of  an  equitable  nature  were  instituted  to  set 
aside  taxes  and  tax  sales,  and  to  cancel  tax  certificates  and 
county  orders.     The  plaintiff,  as  such  district  attorney,  was 
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the  attorney  for  the  defendant  in  all  said  actions,  and  a 
number  of  appeals  were  taken  to  this  court,  and  the  plaintiff 
was  authorized  by  the  county  board,  as  such  district  attor- 
ney, to  take  and  prosecute  the  appeals  mentioned  in  said 
accounts  in  the  supreme  court.  The  plaintiff,  being  at  the 
time  and  afterwards  district  attorney,  did  not  present  his 
account  to  the  defendant  for  such  services  until  February, 
1894,  and,  as  the  decision  of  the  circuit  court  was  not  ren- 
dered until  plaintiff  was  again  elected  to  the  office  of  dis- 
trict attorney,  a  delay  occurred  in  bringing  these  appeals. 
The  cases  were  tried  upon  a  stipulation  of  facts,  not  con- 
tained in  the  record.  The  court  found,  upon  the  issues  thus 
presented,  for  the  defendant,  and,  among  other  things,  that 
at  the  time  the  plaintiff  performed  the  said  services  he  sup- 
posed that  it  was  his  duty  as  district  attorney  to  prosecute 
the  said  appeal  without  other  compensation  than  his  salary 
as  such  officer,  and  presented  no  claim  therefor  until  as 
aforesaid.  And  as  conclusions  of  law  the  court  found  that, 
the  services  claimed  having  been  rendered  by  plaintiff  with- 
out expectation  of  receiving  pay  therefor^  and  both  the 
plaintiff  and  defendant  at  the  time  supposing  that  the  serv- 
ices were  rendered  under  the  general  employment  of  the 
plaintiff  as  district  attorney,  the  law  would  imply  no  promise 
to  pay  for  such  services;  and  that  the  plaintiff  could  not 
recover. 

Judgment  was  rendered  in  both  cases  on  such  findings  in 
favor  of  the  defendant.  There  was  no  bill  of  exceptions  in 
either  case.     From  these  judgments  the  plaintiff  appealed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Levi  J.  Billings^ 
attorney,  and  a  brief  in  reply  by  Lewis  (&  Brigga^  and  oral 
argument  by  Mr,  Billings  and  Mr.  IT.  M.  Lewis. 

Sam.  S.  Miller^  for  the  respondent. 

PiNNEY,  J.  At  the  time  of  the  rendition  of  the  services 
in  question,  the  case  of  £agle  liiver  v.  Oneida  Co.  86  Wis. 
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266,  had  not  been  decided.  In  that  case  it  was  held  that 
the  statute  (R.  S.  1878,  sec.  752)  making  it  the  duty  of  the 
district  attorney  "  to  prosecute  or  defend  all  actions,  civil 
or  criminal,  in  which  the  state  or  county  is  interested  or  a 
party  in  the  circuit  court,"  was  not  applicable  to  such  cases 
on  appeal  in  the  supreme  court;  and  it  is  said  that  up  to 
that  time  a  difference  of  opinion  among  attorneys  prevailed 
as  to  what  was  the  law  on  this  subject.  The  contention  of 
the  defendant  is  that  the  services  were  rendered  by  the 
plaintiff  without  expectation  of  receiving  pay  therefor,  and 
that  both  plaintiff  and  defendant  supposed  at  the  time  that 
they  were  rendered  under  the  general  employment  of  the 
plaintiff  as  district  attorney.  The  circuit  court  found  ac- 
cordingly, and  that  no  promise  could  be  implied  to  pay  for 
such  services.  Upon  this  ground  the  plaintiff's  right  of  re- 
covery was  denied.  As  already  stated,  there  was  no  bill  of 
exceptions  in  the  case,  and,  of  course,  no  exceptions  to  the 
finding.  As  the  pleadings  —  or  what  the  law  considers 
such  —  and  the  findings  support  the  judgments  appealed 
from,  whether  the  court  arrived  at  a  correct  conclusion  can- 
not now  be  reviewed.  Treloar  v.  Osborne,  anUj  p.  461. 
By  the  Court —  The  judgments  appealed  from  are  affirmed. 


Baedebn,  J.,  took  no  part. 
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QuAw,  Eespondent,  vs.  Paff,  imp..  Appellant. 

February  11  —  March  i,  1898, 

County  ojjlcera:  Salary:  Recovery  of  money  unlawfully  paid  aa  extra 
compensation:  Action  by  taxpayer, 

A  county  treasurer  made  a  claim  against  his  county  for  about  $500 
for  extra  services  which  were  in  fact  within  the  line  of  his  official 
duty,  and  the  claim  was  allowed  by  the  county  board,  and  the 
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money  withdrawn  by  him  from  the  county  funds.  After  demand 
of,  and  refusal  by,  the  county  board,  to  compel  a  return  of  the 
money,  this  action  was  brought  by  plaintiff  in  his  own  behalf,  and 
that  of  other  taxpayers,  to  charge  such  treasurer  as  a  trustee 
of  such  money,  and  to  compel  him  to  account  for  the  same  and 
pay  it  into  the  county  treasury.  Heldy  on  a  demurrer  to  the  com- 
plaint setting  up  the  facts: 

(1)  A  salaried  county  officer,  for  the  performance  of  the  duties 
of  his  official  position  and  service  which  he  performs  voluntarily 
as  such  officer  by  request  of  the  governing  body  of  the  corpora- 
tion, is  entitled  to  his  salary  6nly. 

(2)  An  officer  who  obtains  public  money  from  the  treasury  by 
forms  of  law,  ostensibly  for  extra  services,  but  to  which  he  has 
no  right  in  fact,  does  not  thereby  obtain  title  to  such  money,  and 
on  a  failure  of  the  proper  officers  to  respond  favorably  to  a  de- 
mand by  a  taxpayer  to  compel  a  return  of  such  money,  such 
taxpayer  may,  acting  in  his  own  behalf  and  in  behalf  of  other 
taxpayers,  maintain  an  action  to  charge  such  officer  as  a  trustee 
of  such  money,  and  to  compel  him  to  account  for  the  same  and 
pay  it  over  to  the  rightful  owner. 

[Syllabus  by  Marshall^  J.] 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Marathon 
county :  Chas.  M.  Webb,  Judge.     AJirmed. 

Action  to  declare  and  enforce  a  constructive  trust.  The 
material  allegations  of  the  complaint  are,  in  substance,  as 
follows: 

Prom  and  after  the  first  Monday  of  January,  1895,  de- 
fendant Pa^was  county  treasurer  of  Marathon  county,  and 
plaintiff  a  taxpayer  of  such  county.  The  action  was  brought 
by  plaintiff  in  his  own  behalf,  and  in  behalf  of  all  other  tax- 
payers of  the  county  similarly  situated.  At  the  annual  No- 
vember (1895)  meeting  of  the  county  board  of  supervisors  of 
the  county,  there  was  allowed  to  the  treasurer,  Paf^  on  bills 
filed  by  him,  $475  for  clerk  hire,  and  $28.92  for  posting  tax- 
sale  notices.  Thereafter  Pqf  withdrew  from  the  county 
funds  the  amount  so  allowed  to  him,  and  converted  the  same 
to  his  own  use.  He  did  not  perform  any  service  as  a  con- 
sideration for  the  money  so  allowed  to  him,  except  such  as 
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he  was  required  to  perform  because  of  his  official  position. 
The  si>m  so  allowed  and  drawn  formed  no  part  of  his  salary 
as  fixed  by  law  before  he  entered  upon  the  duties  of  his 
office.  He,  and  the  members  of  the  county  board,  when  his 
claim  w2fs  allowed  and  the  money  drawn  from  the  public 
funds,  knew  that  he  was  neither  legally  nor  equitably  en- 
titled to  the  same.  In  May,  1896,  plaintiff,  in  behalf  of  him- 
self and  other  taxpayers,  demanded  of  Paff  that  he  return 
the  money  so  illegally  drawn  as  aforesaid,  which  demand 
has  not  been  complied  with.  At  a  meeting  of  the  county 
board  held  in  June,  1896,  a  request  in  writing,  made  by 
plaintiff  in  behalf  of  himself  and  other  taxpayers,  was  pre- 
sented to  the  county  board  to  take  the  necessary  proceedings 
to  recover  of  Paff^  for  the  benefit  of  the  county,  the  money 
so  drawn  as  aforesaid,  offering  at  the  same  time  to  indemnify 
the  county  against  all  costs  of  the  necessary  legal  proceed- 
ings.    The  request  was  indefinitely  postponed  by  the  board. 

The  judgment  prayed  for,  among  other  things,  is  that  de- 
fendant be  required  to  return  the  money  illegally  drawn  \ix 
him  from  the  public  funds,  and  that  plaintiff  have  such  other 
relief  as  might  be  deemed  just  and  equitable. 

To  the  complaint  the  defendant  Pa^  interposed  a  demur- 
rer upon  the  following  grounds:  (1)  For  want  of  jurisdiction 
of  the  subject  of  the  action ;  (2)  for  want  of  legal  capacity 
to  sue;  (3)  for  defect. of  parties  plaintiff;  (4)  for  defect  of 
parties  defendant;  (5)  for  failure  to  state  facts  sufficient  to 
constitute  a  cause  of  action.  The  demurrer  was  overruled, 
and  defendant  appealed. 

The  cause  was  submitted  for  the  appellant  on  the  brief 
of  Bumpy  Kreutzer  &  Rosenlerry^  and  for  the  respondent 
on  separate  briefs  by  Mylrea^  Marchetti  (&  Bird  and  Brown 
i&  PradL 

Counsel  for  the  appellant  contended,  inter  alia^  that  it 
does  not  belong  to  the  jurisdiction  of  a  court  of  equity  to 
revise  or  control  the  determination  of  the  county  board  in 
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its  examination  and  allowance  of  accounts  against  the  county. 
The  facts  set  forth  in  the  complaint  do  not  bring  the  case 
within  any  acknowledged  or  defined  head  of  equity  juris- 
prudence. Pedrick  v.  Rijpon^  73  Wis.  624;  1  Poraeroy,  Eq. 
Jur.  §  112;  Willard  v.  Comstock^  58  Wis.  565 ;  Sage  v.  Fifieldy 
^8  id.  552.  All  the  cases  in  this  court,  where  the  action  has 
been  sustained  at  the  suit  of  a  taxpayer  to  set  aside  illegal 
corporate  acts  and  to  require  funds  or  property  to  be  re- 
stored, including  the  case  of  Frederick  v.  Dov^las  Co,  96 
Wis.  411,  were  cases  where  preventive  relief  was  asked  as 
the  basis  of  the  suit.  A  taxable  inhabitant,  as  such,  cannot 
maintain  an  action  to  avoid  corporate  acts,  not  affecting  his 
private  interest  as  distinct  from  that  of  other  inhabitants. 
Roosevelt  v.  Draper ^  23  N.  Y.  318;  People  v.  Fields^  58  id. 
609;  Smith  v,  Heuston,  6  Ohio,  101;  Kilbourne  v.  St.  John, 

59  K  Y.  21. 

I  i 

Marshall,  J.  It  is  not  contended  on  the  part  of  the  ap- 
pellant that  there  was  any  legal  or  equitable  claim  against 
Marathon  county  as  a  basis  or  consideration  for  the  money 
which,  under  the  forms  of  law  as  set  forth  in  the  complaint, 
he  drew  from  the  county  treasury  and  still  retains.  Indeed, 
no  such  claim  can  be  made  in  face  of  the  express  statu- 
tory prohibition  against  any  increase  of  the  salary  of  a 
<jounty  officer  during  his  term  of  office  (sec.  694,  R.  S.  1878), 
and  in  face  of  the  repeated  decisions  of  this  court,  that  that 
wholesome  provision  of  law- cannot  be  successfully  evaded, 
so  as  to  be  beyond  remedy,  by  any  such  means  as  that  of 
making  an  allowance  for  clerk  hire  {Rooney  v.  Milwaukee 
Co.  40  Wis.  23),  or  an  allowance  for  the  performance  of  some 
specific  act  really  belonging  to  the  duties  of  the  office  {Jones 
V,  Orant  Go.  14  Wis.  518),  or  an  allowance  for  expenses 
{Crocker  v.  Brown  Co.  35  Wis.  284),  or  by  any  other  of  the 
many  ways  that  have  been  resorted  to  by  officers  to  obtain 
possession  of  public  money,  ostensibly  as  compensation  for 
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some  public  service  outside  of  their  official  duties.  Officers 
take  their  offices  (nim  onere^  and  can  acquire  no  right,  legal 
or  equitable,  to  a  salary  in  excess  of  that  provided  and  fixed 
by  law  before  they  enter  upon  their  official  duties.  Whether 
the  salarj'^  incident  to  an  office  be  adequate  or  inadequate  is 
entirely  immaterial.  The  officer  accepting  an  office  has  no 
right  to  demand  more  for  the  performance  of  its  duties,  or 
the  performance  of  any  duty,  as  such  officer,  not  required 
by  law,  but  which  may  be  required  of  him  by  the  governing 
body  of  the  corporation  and  voluntarily  performed.  All 
services  performed,  which  are  within  the  scope  of  his  official 
duties,- or  which  are  voluntarily  performed  as  such  officer 
by  request  or  otherwise,  are,  in  contemplation  of  law,  cov- 
ered by  his  official  salary.  Kewaunee  Co.  v.  Enipfer^  37 
Wis.  496.  Though  he  may  by  some  means  obtain  posses- 
sion of  public  funds  as  additional  compensation,  and  by  per- 
mission of  the  governing  body  of  the  corporation,  the  title 
of  the  money  thus  obtained  does  not  thereby  change  from 
the  public  to  him.  He  thereby  places  himself  in  the  posi- 
tion of  one  holding  money  to  which  he  has  no  right,  and 
which,  by  every  principle  of  legal  and  equitable  duty  as  well, 
he  is  required  to  return  to  its  rightful  owner  and  possessor. 

It  follows  from  the  foregoing  that  the  complaint  shows 
that  the  appellant,  by  means  and  ways  unlawful  and  void, 
drew  from  the  county  treasury  and  converted  to  his  own 
use  over  $500  of  public  money  which  should  be  returned. 
He  is  liable  personally  therefor,  and,  as  he  was  the  official 
custodian  of  the  funds  in  the  first  place,  is  liable  for  the 
same  on  his  bond  as  well  {Kewaunee  Co.  v.  Knipfer^  8vpra\ 
just  in  all  respects  as  if  he  had  taken  the  money  in  any  other 
unlawful  way. 

The  question  of  whether  plaintiff,  acting  in  behalf  of  him- 
self and  all  other  taxpayers,  has  legal  capacity  to  maintain 
this  action  to  charge  the  unlawful  holder  of  public  money 
as  trustee  thereof  for  the  rightful  owner,  and  to  compel  him 
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to  account  therefor  and  pay  the  same  over  to  such  owner  on 
the  facts  stated  in  the  complaint,  was  considered  and  de- 
cided in  Frederick  tJ.  Douglas  Co,  96  Wis.  411.  Under  the 
rule  there  laid  down,  the  demurrer  to  the  complaint  under 
consideration  was  properly  overruled  on  all  points  urged 
against  it.  A  rediscussion  of  the  principles  involved  at  this 
time,  it  is  considered,  would  not  render  the  doctrine  upon 
which  such  actions  are  maintainable  more  plain  than  by  a 
reference  to  what  was  there  said.  It  is  fully  recognized  that 
there  is  some  conflict  of  authority  on  the  subject;  but  it  is 
believed  that  the  weight  of  authority,  and  certainly  the 
better  reasoning,  supports  the  decision  of  this  court.  That 
a  stockholder  of  a  private  corporation  can,  where  its  olBcers 
misuse  the  corporate  funds  and  the  governing  body  refuses 
to  proceed  to  remedy  the  wrong,  maintain  an  action  in  his 
own  behalf  and  that  of  the  other  stockholders  against  the 
delinquent  official  for  the  benefit  of  the  corporation,  is  not 
questioned  anywhere,  and  no  good  reason  can  be  assigned 
why  the  taxpayers  of  a  public  corporation  should  have  a  less 
measure  of  protection.  Certainlj'-,  public  officers  should  act 
up  to  the  highest  standard  of  official  integrity,  and  the  reme- 
dies to  compel  that  result  should  be  as  ample  to  meet  the 
exigencies  of  all  situations  as  the  remedies  between  private 
corporations,  their  stockholders  and  officers.  A  full  under- 
standing of  the  existence  of  the  remedy  by  action  on  behalf 
of  taxpayers,  for  the  benefit  of  a  public  corporation,  to  com- 
pel a  person  who  has  unlawfully  transferred  money  from 
the  public  treasury  where  it  belongs,  to  his  own  pocket  where 
it  does  not  belong,  will  have  a  most  salutary  effect  in  pro- 
moting the  highest  attainable  standard  of  fidelity  to  public 
trusts  on  the  part  of  officials.  By  it  they  will  be  admonished 
at  all  times  and  under  all  circumstances  that  the  title  to 
public  money  does  not  change  and  become  private  property 
through  mere  forms  of  law,  or  change  of  location,  or  other- 
wise than  for  legitimate  public  purposes  and  in  the  manner 
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provided  by  law.  There  are  no  equitable  considerations  here 
to  estop  plaintiff  from  maintaining  this  action  to  compel  a 
return  of  the  money  wrongfully  obtained,  as  existed  in 
Frederick  v.  Douglas  Co.^  supra.  The  action  was  seasonably 
brought,  the  appellant  rendered  no  service  for  the  money  he 
obtained,  and  has  in  no  way  suffered  by  reason  of  laches  on 
the  part  of  the  plaintiff  or  any  taxpayer  of  the  county. 
By  the  Court. —  The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  aflSrmed. 
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Aeon,  Appellant,  vs.  The  City  of  Wausau,  Respondent. 

February  12^  March  i,  1898. 

(1)  Biot:  Convnwn  intent,    (2)  Municipal  corporations:  Liability  far  inr 
juries  caused  by  explosion  of  firecrackers  in  street 

1.  In  order  to  constitute  an  unlawful  assembly  or  riot  under  sea  4511, 

R.  S.  1878,  the  three  or  more  persons  engaged  therein  must  have  a 
common  purpose  to  do  the  act  complained  of. 

2.  A  complaint  alleging  that  plaintiff  was  injured,  while  driving  along 

a  street  in  the  defendant  city  on  the  evening  of  the  Fourth  of  July, 
by  the  explosion  of  a  cannon  cracker,  or  explosive  article,  or  bomb, 
thrown  and  exploded  by  someone  among  a  crowd  of  thirty  or  more 
people  who  were  obstructing  the  sidewalk,  and  unlawfully  and  in 
a  tumultuous  manner  engaged  in  exploding  firecrackers,  etc.,  which 
were  dangerous  unless  handled  with  extreme  care,  but  not  aUeg- 
ing  or  containing  anything  to  indicate  that  the  crowd,  or  any 
three  or  more  persons  therein,  had  any  common  intent  or  purpose 
to  injure  the  plaintiff  or  any  other  person  by  the  explosion  in  ques- 
tion, does  not  state  a  cause  of  action  against  the  city  under  sea 
938,  S.  &  K  Ann.  Stats.,  making  cities  liable  for  injuries  done  by 
mobs  or  riota 


Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  circuit  court  for  Marathon 
county:  O.  B.  Wyman,  Judge.     Affirmed. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Silverthom^  Hur- 
ley^  Ryan  &  JoneSy  and  oral  argument  by  W.  C.  SUverthorn. 
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They  contended,  inter  alia^  that  the  common  purpose  of  the 
crowd  was  to  do  acts  which  were  in  violation  of  law  and  in 
disturbance  of  the  public  peace  by  exciting  fear,  alarm,  and 
consternation  among  the  people.  Such  common  purpose  is 
unmistakably  implied  by  the  conduct  of  the  crowd,  and  the 
riot  consisted  in  actually  carrying  out  that  purpose.  It  is  not 
claimed  that  the  common  purpose  was  to  assault  or  injure 
the  plaintiflf  particularly,  but  the  common  purpose  was  to  do 
the  acts  which  resulted  in  the  injuries  to  the  plaintiflf.  See 
Bonneville  v.  State^  53  Wis.  680;  State  v.  Snow,  18  Me.  346; 
Solomon  V.  Kingston,  24  Hun,  562;  State  v.  Straw,  33  Me. 
554;  State  v.  Boies,  34  id.  235;  Iliggins  v,  Minxighan,  78  Wis. 
4J02;  S,  C.  76  id.  305;  Palmer  v.  Concord,  97  Am.  Dec.  605; 
Allegheny  Co.  v.  Gibson,  35  Am.  Eep.  670,  90  Pa.  St.  397; 
Gianfortone  v.  New  Orleans,  24  L.  E.  A.  592,  and  note;  Ste- 
phen, Dig.  Crim.  Law,  art.  73;  20  Ency.  Brit.  564. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  C.  B,  Bird,  at- 
torney, and  Mylrea,  Marcheiti  cfe  Bird,  of  counsel,  and  oral 
argument  by  Mr,  Bird,  They  argued,  among  other  things, 
that  the  amendment  of  1887,  under  which  this  liability  is 
claimed,  was  passed  immediately  after  the  Milwaukee  riots 
of  1SS6,  and  must  be  construed  in  the  light  of  current  his- 
tory to  ascertain  the  legislative  intent.  These  statutes  gen- 
erally were  intended  to  provide  compensation  for  damages 
resulting  from  local  insurrections  and  disturbances,  popular 
uprisings  and  excesses,  beyond  the  control  of  local  author- 
ities, evidencing  an  intention  of  the  populace  to  take  the  law 
into  their  own  hands,  and  exceeding  ordinary  violations  of 
law,  breaches  of  the  peace,  etc.  It  is  to  such  occurrences 
that  similar  statutes  have  been  applied.  Allegheny  .Co,  v. 
Gibson,  90  P.a.  St.  397,  35  Am.  Eep.  670;  Gianfortone  v.  New 
Orleans,  61  Fed.  Eep.  64,  24  L.  E.  A.  592, -and  cases  in  note. 
The  obvious  intention  of  the  legislature,  in  the  light  of  the 
result  intended,  must  govern.  Ilaentze  v.  Howe,  28  Wis.  293. 
No  case  is  found  applying  the  statute  to  such  occurrences  as 
Vou98— 38 
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the  complaint  alleges.  Dui^ea  v.  JVew  York,  10  Daly,  300. 
To  say  that  the  firing  of  cannon  crackers  on  the  Fourth  of 
July  by  a  crowd  of  idle  persons,  boys,  and  youths  for  their 
amusement  and  sport,  and  even  the  throwing  of  them  at 
occasional  passers-by,  one  of  the  most  common  and  ordinary 
pastimes  on  that  day,  though  perhaps  reprehensible  and 
dangerous,  is  an  act,  either  lawful  or  unlawful,  done  in  "a 
violent,  unlawful,  and  tumultuous  manner  to  the  terror  and 
disturbance  of  others,"  within  the  meaning  of  this  statute, 
would  be  an  extension  of  a  criminal  statute  far  beyond  its 
obvious  and  reasonable  intent.  Sec.  4511,  E.  S.  1878,  being 
a  criminal  statute,  is  to  be  strictly  construed.  It  is  appar- 
ently intended  simply  to  retain  the  common-law  crime  of 
riot.  Bonneville  v.  State,  53  Wis.  680.  An  essential  element 
of  this  crime  is  "  some  sort  of  resistance  to  lawful  authority." 
Jieff.  V.  Hunt,  1  Cox,  Crim.  Cas.  177;  1  Hawkins,  P.  C.  eh. 
28,  sec.  4  (p.  513) ;  4  Stephen,  Comm.  (9th  ed.),  215 ;  2  Eoscoe, 
Crim.  Ev.  (7th  ed.),  901 ;  U,  S.  v,  Peaco,  4  Cranch,  C.  C.  601 ; 
Duryea  v.  New  York,  10  Daly,  30l). 

Cassoday,  C.  J.  This  is  an  appeal  from  an  order  sustain- 
ing a  demurrer  to  the  complaint  upon  the  ground  of  insuffi- 
ciency. Of  course,  the  demurrer  admits  the  issuable  facts 
alleged  in  the  complaint,  but  does  not  admit  mere  conclusions 
of  law  from  the  facts  so  alleged.  Pratt  v.  Lincoln  Co.  61 
Wis.  62;  Williams  v,  Williaras,  63  Wis.  72;  Stone  v.  Ocon- 
07nowoc,  71  Wis.  155,  159;  Brown  v,  Phillips,  71  Wis.  230; 
Palmer  v.'  Hawes,  73  Wis.  50;  Meggeit  v.  Eaii  Claire,  SI 
Wis.  329;  Peake  v.  Buell,  90  Wis.  508. 

The  issuable  facts  so  alleged  and  admitted  are  to  the  effect 
that  July  4,  1896,  between  6  and  7  o'clock  in  the  evening, 
the  sidewalk  along  the  wes,t  side  of  Third  street,  and  in  and 
along  Third  street  between  Scott  street  and  McClellan  street, 
in  Wausau,  was  occupied  by  a  crowd  of  thirty  or  more  per- 
sons, then  and  there  being  and  blocking  up  and  obstructing 
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the  sidewalk  and  street,  and  unlawfully  hindering  and  pre- 
venting the  plaintiff  and  others  from  freely  passing  along  the 
sidewalk  and  street,  and  unnecessarily,  and  unlawfully,  and 
contrary  to  the  city  ordinance  and  the  statutes,  engaged  in 
exploding,  and  who  did  unnecessarily  and  unlawfully  ex{Jode, 
firecrackers  and  other  fireworks,  and  did  unnecessarily  and 
unlawfully  throw  in  the  street  squibs  and  other  articles  con- 
taining powder  and  other  explosives,  such  as  giant  powder, 
dynamite,  nitro-glycerine,  and  gun  cotton  inclosed  in  strong, 
heavy  pasteboard  and  strong  paper,  with  cement,  constitut- 
ing what  is  called  and  known  as  "cannon  crackers"  or 
"  American  firecrackers," —  in  fact,  dynamite  bombs, —  which 
were  dangerous  to  human  life  and  safety,  unless  handled 
with  extreme  care;  that  such  explosions  took  place  without 
restraint,  in  a  violent,  unlawful,  and  tumultuous  manner,  to 
the  terror  and  disturbance  of  others  and  this  plaintiff;  that 
while  this  plaintiff,  an  unmarried  woman,  was  riding  with 
her  brother  in  a  one-horse  buggy  in  a  quiet  manner  at  the 
time  and  place  mentioned  among  the  persons  so  assembled, 
without  knowing  of  the  danger  and  without  any  negligence 
on  her  part,  she  was  struck  upon  her  head  and  face  by  one 
of  the  cannon  crackers  or  explosive  articles  or  bombs  thrown 
and  exploded  b}?'  some  one  in  the  crowd,  to  the  plaintiff  un- 
known, and  severely  injured  by  wholly  destroying  one  of  her 
eyes,  and  greatly  impairing  her  other  eye,  to  her  damage  in 
the  sum  of  $20,000,  for  which  she  prayed  judgment. 

Thus  stripped  of  allegations  and  conclusions  of  law,  and 
of  arguments  and  exaggerations,  the  facts  alleged  in  the  com- 
plaint are  few  and  simple.  The  city  contained  more  than 
10,000  inhabitants.  It  is  of  common  knowledge  that,  in 
such  a  city,  crowds  assemble  in  the  streets  and  on  the  side- 
walks on  the  Fourth  of  July,  and  explode  firecrackers, 
cannon  crackers,  and  other  combustible  materials.  In  the 
instant  case  the  explosion  was  violent  and  in  a  tumultuous 
manner,  to  the  terror  of  the  plaintiff  and  others.    The  un- 
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known  person  who  so  recklessly  threw  and  exploded  the 
cannon  cracker  which  so  craelly  injured  the  plaintiff  is  not 
a  party  to  this  action,  and,  of  course,  his  liability  is  not  be- 
fore us  for  consideration.  The  only  question  here  for  con- 
sideration, upon  the  merits,  is  whether  the  city  is  liable. 
The  explosion  was  in  violation  of  an  ordinance  of  the  city, 
which,  by  its  terms,  the  mayor  and  common  council  had 
power  to  suspend  on  the  Fourth  of  July,  but  which  had  not 
been  suspended.  The  complaint  alleges  that  the  crowd  was 
an  unlawful  assemblage, —  a  riot  and  a  mob, —  and  in  viola- 
tion, not  only  of  the  ordinance,  but  of  the  statute.  The 
statute  gives  a  remedy  against  the  city  for  any  bodily  harm 
or  injury  sustained  in  consequence  of  any  mob  or  riot,  by 
any  person  not  implicated  therein,  and  whose  act  or  negli- 
gence in  no  way  contributed  thereto.  Sec.  938,  S.  &  B.  Ann. 
Stats.  The  statute  also  provides  that  "any  three  or  more 
persons,  who  shall  assemble  in  a  violent  or  tumultuous  man- 
ner to  do  an  unlawful  act,  or,  being  together,  shall  make 
any  attempt  or  motion  towards  doing  a  lawful  or  unlawful 
act,  in  a  violent,  unlawful  or  tumultuous  manner,  to  the  ter- 
ror or  disturbance  of  others,  shall  be  deemed  an  unlawful 
assembly ;  and  if  they  commit  such  acts  in  the  manner  and 
with  the  effect  aforesaid,  they  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
riot."     Sec.  4511,  E.  S.  1878. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  "  three  or  more  persons  "  must 
be  so  assembled  "  to  do  an  unlawful  act,"  or,  being  so  as- 
sembled, shall  attempt  to  do  "  a  lawful  or  unlawful  act,  in  a 
violent,  unlawful,  or  tumultuous  manner,  to  the  terror  or 
disturbance  of  others,"  in  order  to  constitute  "  an  unlawful 
assembly ; "  and  then,  "  if  they  commit  such  acts  in  the  man- 
ner and  with  the  effect  aforesaid,  they  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  riot."  In  other  words,  to  constitute  such  unlaw- 
ful assembly,  the  three  or  more  persons  must  have  a  com- 
mon purpose  to  do  the  act  complained  of,  and,  if  they  com- 
mit such  act  with  such  common  purpose  or  intent,  then  they 


Wis.]  JANUAKY  TEEM,  1898.  597 

Aron  vs.  The  City  of  Wausatu 

are  to  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  riot.  A  distinguished  text 
writer,  adopting  the  definition  taken  from  the  Draft  Keport 
of  the  English  Commissioners  of  1879,  says:  "  An  unlawful  as- 
sembly is  an  assembly  of  three  or  more  persons  who,  with 
intent  to  carry  out  any  common  purpose^  assemble  in  such  a 
manner,  or  so  conduct  themselves  when  assembled,  as  to  cause 
persons  in  the  neighborhood  of  such  assembly  to  fear  on  rea- 
sonable grounds  that  the  persons  so  assembled  will  disturb 
the  peace  tumultuously,  or  will  by  such  assembly  needlessly, 
and  without  any  reasonable  occasion,  provoke  other  persons 
to  disturb  the  peace  tumultuously."  2  Whart.  Crim.  Law  (10th 
ed.),  §  1535.  "A  riot  is  the  tumultuous  disturbance  of  the 
public  peace  by  an  unlawful  assembly  of  three  or  more  per- 
sons in  the  execution  of  aome  private  object,  ...  If  it 
be  to  resist  a  statute,  but  not  to  overthrow  government, 
then,  in  the  United  States,  .  .  .  the  offense  is  not  trea- 
son, though  it  may  be  riot  or  a  high  misdemeanor."  Id. 
§  1537. 

There  is  nothing  in  the  complaint  to  indicate  that  the 
crowd  in  the  street,  or  on  the  sidewalk,  or  any  three  or 
more  persons  in  the  crowd,  had  any  common  intent  or  pur- 
pose to  injure  the  plaintiff  or  any  other  person  by  the  ex- 
plosion of  the  cannon  cracker  in  question.  It  was  thrown 
and  exploded  by  some  one  unknown  to  the  plaintiff.  Others 
were  throAving  and  exploding  firecrackers,  but  each  person 
was,  apparently,  the  solo  manipulator  of  his  own  firecracker, 
and  there  was  no  common  intent  or  purpose,  of  any  three 
or  more  persons,  to  explode  any  particular  firecracker,  much 
less  to  injure  the  plaintiff  or  any  other  person  by  such  ex- 
plosion.    It  is  equally  apparent  that  it  was  not  a  mob. 

By  the  Court — The  order  of  the  circuit  court  is  affirmed. 

Bardeen,  J.,  took  no  part. 

See  note  to  this  case  as  reported  in  40  L.  B.  A.  783.— Rep. 
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Master  and  servant:  Injuries  to  carriage  rider  in  saunniU:  Incompetent 
sawyer:  Promise  to  change:  Assumption  of  risk:  Court  and  jury: 
Evidence:  Mental  conclusions:  Statements  to  physician:  Perma- 
nency of  injuries:  Pleading:  Instructions:  Special  verdict:  Imma- 
terial errors:  New  trial:  Newly  discovered  evidence. 

1.  Incompetency  of  a  sawyer  may  arise  from  mere  lack  of  practice  for 

several  years  as  well  as  from  never  having  operated  a  saw  carriage 
at  all. 

2.  Plaintiff,  after  working  one  night  in  defendants  sawmill  a»  carriage 

rider,  informed  the  superintendent  that  the  sawyer  was  incompe- 
tent. The  next  evening  he  went  to  work  with  the  same  sawyer  in 
charge,  in  reliance,  as  he  claimed,  upon  the  superintendent's  prom- 
ise, made  that  morning,  to  get  another  sawyer,  and  was  injured 
about  two  hours  thereafter  by  reason  of  the  unskilful  manner  in 
which  the  carriage  was  operated.  Held,  that  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances it  was  a  question  for  the  jury  whether  plaintiff  had 
assimied  the  risk  arising  from  the  incompetency  of  the  sawyer, 
either  by  continuing  in  the  employment  after  the  lapse  of  a  reason- 
able time  for  the  change  of  sawyers  to  be  made  as  promised,  or 
because  the  danger  was  so  great  and  immediate  that  he  was  not 
justified  in  working  at  all  on  the  second  evening. 

8.  All  the  facts  and  circumstances  surrounding  plaintiff  at  the  time 
he  commenced  to  work  the  second  evening  were  admissible  as 
explaining  why  he  went  to  work  and  whether  his  act  was  rea- 
sonable; and  the  fact  that,  after  having  stated  that  he  was  still 
relying  upon  the  superintendent's  promise,  he  was  permitted  to 
elaborate  such  statement  of  his  mental  condition  or  conclusions 
in  connection  with  his  testimony  as  to  the  facts  upon  which  they 
were  based,  is  held  not  to  have  been  prejudicial. 

i.  Testimony  of  physicians  who  treated  plaintiff  for  his  injuries,  based 
in  part  upon  statements  as  to  his  pains  and  feelings,  made  by  bim 
for  the  purpose  of  medical  treatment,  is  held  admissible. 

6.  Testimony  of  a  physician  that,  so  far  as  he  was  able  to  know,  he 
would  say  that  plaintiff's  injuries  were  permanent,  was  admis- 
sible. 

6.  A  complaint  alleging  that  numerous  injuries  to  plaintiff's  head, 
back,  and  spine  were  received,  and  that  ** other  serious  injuries 
were  done  him,"  is  held  sufficient,  in  the  absence  of  a  motion  to 
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make  more  definite  and  certain,  to  warrant  the  admission  of  evi- 
dence that  plaintiff's  eyesight  and  hearing  were  impaired. 
Where  there  was  little  conflict  in  the  evidence  except  concerning 
the  promise  to  discharge  the  incompetent  servant,  upon  which 
question  the  jury  were  properly  instructed,  a  refusal  to  instruct 
that  they  were  not  bound  to  credit  the  testimony  of  the  plaintiff, 
even  in  matters  where  he  was  not  contradicted  by  any  witness,  is 
held  not  to  have  been  error. 

8.  An  instruction  that  the  jury  should  find  a  verdict  upon  the  pre- 

ponderance of  the  evidence  is  held  not  to  have  been  error,  where 
they  were  further  told  in  the  same  connection  that  they  should 
make  their  answers  in  accordance  with  their  conviction  or  belief, 
from  the  evidence,  as  to  what  the  truth  really  was. 

9.  The  use  of  the  word  ought  instead  of  would  in  a  question  of  the 

special  verdict  as  to  whether  the  danger  to  plaintiff  by  reason  of 
the  incompetent  sawyer  was  so  great  that  a  reasonably  prudent 
man,  under  the  circumstances,  ought  not  to  have  subjected  him- 
self to  it,  was  not  an  error  prejudicial  to  defendant,  where  the 
charge  of  the  court  upon  that  question  used  the  correct  word,  and 
defendant  had  requested  the  submission  of  a  similar  question  in 
which  the  word  ought  was  used. 

10.  Where  the  only  claim  of  contributory  negligence  was  that  plaintiff 

assumed  the  risk,  and  that  issue  was  properly  submitted  and  de- 
termined in  the  special  verdict,  failure  to  submit  a  general  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  contributoiy  negligence 
was  not  error. 

11.  In  order  to  warrant  the  granting  of  a  new  trial  on  the  ground  of 

newly  discovered  evidence,  it  must  appear  that  the  facts  upon 
which  reliance  is  placed  were  discovered  after  the  trial. 

12.  Evidence  that  an  expert  witness  who  had  testified  that  he  was  a 

graduate  of  certain  medical  colleges  was  not  a  graduate  of  one  of 
them  would  be  merely  impeaching  evidence,  and  a  refusal  to  grant 
a  new  trial  on  the  ground  that  that  fact  was  not  discovered  until 
after  the  former  trial  was  therefore  not  error. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Lincoln 
county:  Chas.  V.  Bardeen,  Circuit  Judge.     Affirmed. 

This  is  an  action  to  recover  for  personal  injuries.  The 
defendant  owned  and  operated  a  sawmill  at  Merrill,  Wiscon- 
sin, which  had  two  sawing  outfits  upon  the  main  floor,  each 
of  which  in  part  consisted  of  what  is  called  a  saw  carriage, 
propelled  by  steam  feed,  and  running  on  tracks  from  north 
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to  south,  lengthwise  of  the  mill.  The  plaintiff  was  employed 
on  the  5th  of  August,  1895,  to  act  as  " carriage  rider"  on 
the  west  carriage  and  upon  the  night  force.  lie  went  to 
work  at  6  o'clock  that  night,  it  being  the  first  night  that 
this  carriage  was  operated  for  the  season.  The  force  which 
ran  each  carriage  was  composed  of  three  men, —  a  sawyer,  a 
setter,  and  a  carriage  rider.  The  sawyer  stood  on  the  floor 
of  the  mill  west  of  the  carriage,  and  had  two  levers  in  front 
of  him,  one  of  which  was  used  to  start,  operate,  and  control 
the  saw  carriage,  and  one  was  to  operate  what  is  called  a 
"  steam  nigger,"  which  rolls  logs  from  the  log  deck  to  the 
carriage.  The  sawyer  has  complete  control  of  the  move- 
ments of  the  carriage,  which  he  Tuns  back  and  forth  upon 
the  tracks  at  great  speed,  by  letting  steam  into  the  cylinder. 

The  duties  of  the  setter  were  to  stand  upon  the  carriage 
near  the  north  end,  and,  by  means  of  a  lever,  to  set  the  log 
at  the  proper  distance  from  the  saw,  so  that  the  lumber 
made  as  the  log  passed  the  saw  would  be  of  the  proper  thick- 
ness, and  also  to  assist  in  dogging  and  undogging  the  logs. 
The  carriage  rider's  duties  were  to  assist  in  rolling  the  logs 
from  the  loo^  deck  to  the  carriao:e  and  to  fasten  the  same  bv 
the  dog  levers.  Both  the  carriage  rider  and  the  setter  rode 
upon  the  carriage  all  the  time,  but  had  no  means  of  control- 
ling its  movements  except  by  signals  to  the  sawyer. 

Upon  the  night  when  the  plaintiff  went  to  work  one  Brown 
was  the  sawyer  and  one  Dickenson  was  the  setter.  The 
plaintiff  did  not  know  Brown  personally.  The  evidence 
shows  that  the  position  of  sawyer  is  one  requiring  great  skill 
and  experience,  and  that  Brown  had  been  a  sawyer  in  several 
mills  for  several  years  up  to  the  year  1891,  but  since  that 
time  had  done  no  work  as  a  sawyer.  The  saw  carriage  was 
operated  by  these  three  men  during  the  night,  and  the  plaint- 
iff's testimony  tends  to  show  that  Brown  was  unable  to 
handle  the  saw  carriage  as  it  should  be  handled ;  that  he 
found  it  diflBcult,   if  not  impossible,  to  stop  it  at  the  right 
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points;  and  that  it  bumped  frequently  at  the  bumpers,  and 
that  it  gigged  back  and  forth,  making  it  hard  for  the  setter 
and  rider  to  do  their  work. 

One  Elsen  was  the  superintendent  of  the  mill,  and  em- 
ployed the  entire  crew,  and  was  present  during  the  night  in 
question  for  a  considerable  time,  and  saw  how  the  carriage 
Avas  operating.  Upon  quitting  work  in  the  morning  the 
plaintiff  claims  that  he  complained  to  Elsen  of  Brown's  in- 
competency, and  that  Elsen  said  he  guessed  Brown  couldn't 
saw,  and  that  he  would  fire  him,  and  put  one  Fowler  on  as 
sawyer.  Elsen's  testimony  is  to  the  effect  that  Curran  com- 
plained of  Brown,  and  said  that  he  was  afraid  of  him,  and 
that  he  (Elsen)  said:  "Do  not  be  afraid  of  him.  He  is  sup- 
posed to  be  a  good  man,  and  if  he  don't  make  it  I  will  get 
some  one  who  will.  I  may  get  Fowler."  Fowler  was  the 
setter  upon  the  other  carriage. 

The  evidence  further  shows  that  the  plaintiff  went  home 
and  slept  that  day,  and  returned  to  work  in  the  evening,  and 
found  Brown  again  acting  as  sawyer  and  Dickenson  as  set- 
ter, but  that  the  superintendent  was  not  there,  and  that 
Fowler  was  still  doing  the  setting  upon  the  other  carriage. 
The -plaintiff  went  to  work,  thinking,  as  he  claims,  that 
probably  Elsen  had  been  unable  to  find  any  one  to  take 
Fowler's  place  as  setter,  and  hence  that  the  change  had  not 
been  made  on  this  account,  but  still  relying  upon  the  prom- 
ise to  change.  About  an  hour  after  the  work  commenced 
Fowler  was  called  away,  and  the  day  setter  put  in  his  place, 
and  the  plaintiff  testifies  that  he  thought  this  indicated  that 
the  change  would  soon  be  made. 

About  two  hours  after  work  commenced  the  plaintiff's 
saw  carriage  was  gigged  back  to  the  log  deck,  and  stopped, 
in  order  to  turn  the  log.  Thereupon  the  plaintiff  undogged 
the  log,  and,  being  slippery,  it  rolled  from  the  saw  carriage 
onto  the  log  deck.  At  this  moment  Brown,  the  sawyer, 
saw  that  his  lever  which  controlled  the  carriage  was  not 
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standing  straight,  as  it  should  when  the  carriage  was  at 
rest,  and  he  took  hold  of  it  to  straighten  it,  and  in  so  doing 
pulled  the  lever  too  far,  and  let  on  the  steam,  and  the  car- 
riage started  suddenly  south,  and  went  on  to  the  end  of  the 
track.  The  plaintiff,  being  on  the  north  end  of  the  car- 
riage, was  thrown  off  between  the  tracks,  by  the  sudden 
start,  and  fell  down  into  a  chute  for  conveying  the  refuse 
below,  and  between  the  tracks,  and  was  severely  injured. 

The  negligence  claimed  by  the  plaintiff  was  in  the  hiring 
of  an  incompetent  sawyer,  known  to  be  such. 

The  jury  returned  the  following  special  verdict:  (1)  Did 
the  defendant  use  such  care  in  selecting  and  hiring  Brown 
to  act  as  sawyer  as  the  majority  of  sawmill  owners  or  super- 
intendents would  have  used  under  the  same  or  similar  cir- 
cumstances? Ansvjer.  No.  (2)  Was  Brown  a  competent 
sawyer  when  the  defendant  hired  him,  in  August,  1S95? 
A.  No.  (3)  Was  Brown  a  competent  sawyer  at  the  time  of 
the  accident?  A.  No.  (4)  If  Brown  was  an  incompetent 
sawyer  at  the  time  of  the  accident,  did  Elsen  know,  or  ought 
he  reasonably  to  have  known  prior  to  the  accident,  that 
Brown  was  incompetent?  A.  Yes.  (5)  On  the  morning  of 
August  6,  1895,  did  Curran  complain  to  Elsen  that  Brown 
was  an  incompetent  sawyer,  and  say  to  him  that  he  would 
not  continue  longer  as  carriage  rider  with  Brown  as  sawyer? 
A.  Yes.  (6)  Did  Elsen  then  tell  Curran  that  he  would  dis- 
charge Brown  as  sawyer  and  employ  Fowler  in  his  place? 
A,  Yes.  (7)  From  all  the  circumstances  and  from  the  con- 
versation which  occurred  between  Elsen  and  the  plaintiff  on 
the  morning  of  August  6, 1895,  would  a  man  of  ordinary 
intelligence  have  understood  therefrom  that  Brown  would 
be  discharged  and  Fowler  put  in  his  place  by  the  time  the 
plaintiff  was  to  begin  work  again?  A,  No.  (8)  If  you  an- 
swer question  No.  6  in  the  affirmative,  then,  under  all  the 
circumstances,  did  the  plaintiff  continue  in  his  said  employ- 
ment for  a  longer  time  than  was  reasonable  to  allow  defend- 
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ant  to  discharge  Brown  and  employ  Fowler  as  sawyer? 
A,  Ko.  (9)  If  the  plaintiff's  version  of  the  conversation 
which  occurred  between  Elsen  and  himself  on  the  morning 
of  August  6,  1895,  is  the  true  one,  did  the  plaintiff  begin 
work  on  the  night  run,  relying  upon  the  promise  made  to 
him  by  Elsen  to  discharge  Brown  ?  A,  Yes.  (10)  Was  the 
danger  to  be  apprehended  from  riding  the  carriage  in  ques- 
tion^ under  Brown's  management  as  sawyer,  so  great,  imme- 
diate, and  constant  that  a  reasonably  prudent  person,  acting 
in  the  light  of  all  the  circumstance  under  which  plaintiff 
acted,  ought  not  to  subject  himself  to  it?  A.  No.  (11)  Did 
a  want  of  ordinary  care  on  the  part  of  Brown  cause  the  car- 
riage to  start  and  injure  the  plaintiff?  A,  No.  (12)  Was 
the  injury  to  plaintiff  caused  by  the  want  of  skill  or  incom- 
petence as  a  sawyer  on  the  part  of  said  Brown?  A.  Yes. 
(13)  Would  the  majority  of  mill  owners  or  superintendents, 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  situation  in  which  Elsen  was 
placed,  have  reasonably  expected  that  the  sawyer  Brown,  in 
the  exercise  of  ordinary  care,  would  be  likely  to  cause  in- 
jury to  plaintiff  by  reason  of  his  manner  of  handling  the  car- 
riage upon  which  plaintiff  was  riding?  A.  Yes.  (14)  What 
damages  has  the  plaintiff  sustained  by  reason  of  his  injuries? 
A,  $5,500. 

,  From  judgment  for  the  plaintiff  on  this  verdict  the  de- 
fendant appeals. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  Curtis  (&  Heid, 
attorneys,  and  C.  IT.  Van  Alsti7ie^  of  counsel,  and  oral  argu- 
ment by  Mr.  A.  II.  lieid  and  Mr.  Van  Alsiine.  They  con- 
tended, ijiter  alia,  that  the  alleged  promise  of  Elsen  to  remove 
the  sawyer  and  put  Fowler  in  his  place  in  no  sense  excused 
the  plaintiff  for  continuing  to  ride  the  carriage  with  Brown 
as  sawyer  if  Brown  was  the  incompetent  man  he  is  claimed 
to  be.  A  wide  search  through  manufacturing  establish- 
ments will  reveal  no  position  fraught  with  greater  and  more 
obvious  danger  than  one  upon  a  log  carriage  in  a  sawmill 
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with  an  incompetent  man  at  the  lever.  It  will  reveal  no 
position  where  the  absence  of  a  precaution  for  safety  will 
so  greatly  increase  the  danger  as  will  the  substitution  of 
an  incompetent  for  a  competent  head  sawyer.  Asa  matter 
of  law  the  danger  was  so  obvious,  imminent,  and  great  that 
an  ordinarily  prudent  person  would  not  subject  himself  to 
it.  There  was  no  such  thing  as  a  reasonable  time  to  remove 
the  danger  other  than  presently  and  before  the  work  pro- 
ceeded further.  Erdman  v.  Illinois  Steel  Co.  95  Wis.  6,  and 
cases,  cited;  Maitland  v.  Gilbert  Pajper  Go,  97  id.  476;  //*- 
dianapolis  <&  St.  L.  R.  Co.  v.  Watson,  114:  Ind.  20;  Hough 
V.  Railway  Co.  100  TJ.  S.  213;  Indianapolis  Union  R.  Co. 
V.  Ott,  11  Ind.  App.  564;  Showalter  v.  Fairbanks,  M.  &  Co. 
88  Wis.  376. 

For  the  respondent  there  was  a  brief  by  Fletl  cfe  Porter^ 
and  oral  argument  by  W.  H.  FUtt  and  M.  C.  Porter.  They 
argued,  among  other  things,  that  it  is  fair  to  presume,  under 
all  the  facts  and  circumstances  disclosed  by  the  evidence  in 
the  case  at  bar,  that  plaintiff,  or  any  reasonably  prudent 
person  similarly  situated,  may  have  reasonably  supposed 
that  by  the  exercise  of  extraordinary  care  and  watchfulness 
on  his  part  he  could  guard  against  and  avoid  any  serious 
danger  there  might  be  of  being  thrown  fK)ra  the  carriage  for 
the  limited  time  he  might  be  required  to  do  so  before  Elsen 
would  make  the  change  of  sawyers.  Maitland  v.  Gilbert 
Paper  Co.  97  Wis.  476;  Greene  v.  M.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  31 
Minn.  248;  Lyberg  v.  N.  P.  R.  Co.  39  id.  15;  Lyttle  v.  C.  cfe 
W.  21.  R.  Co.  84  Mich.  289;  Smith  v.  E.  W.  Backus  L.  Co. 
64  Minn.  447;  Jensen  v.  Hudson  Sawmill  Co.,  ante,  p.  73; 
Pells  Lumber  Co.  v.  Erickson,  80  Fed.  Eep.  257-259. 

WixsLow,  J.  It  is  claimed  that  this  judgment  should  be 
reversed:  (1)  For  failure  to  grant  a  nonsuit,  or,  in  default 
thereof,  to  direct  a  verdict  for  the  defendant;  (2)  for  errors 
in  the  admission  of  evidence ;  (3)  for  error  in  refusing  to  give 
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certain  proposed  instructions;  (4)  for  errors  in  instructions 
given;  (5)  for  error  in  the  form  of  question  10  in  the  special 
verdict;  (6)  for  failure  to  submit  all  the  issues;  and  (7)  for 
failure  to  grant  a  new  trial.  These  questions  will  be  con- 
sidered in  the  order  indicated. 

1.  It  is  claimed  in  the  appellant's  brief,  although  the 
claim  was  practically  abandoned  at  the  argument,  that  there 
was  not  suflScient  testimony  to  show  that  the  sawyer,  Brown, 
was  incompetent,  but  rather  that  he  was  out  of  practice,  so 
to  speak,  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  he  had  not  operated  a 
saw  carriage  for  four  years.  We  are  satisfied,  however, 
that  the  evidence  is  amply  sufficient  to  justify  the  verdict  of 
the  jury  that  Brown  was  incompetent,  at  the  time  of  the 
accident,  to  handle  a  carriage  with  that  skill  which  such 
work  evidently  requires.  Whether  such  incompetency  arises 
from  mere  lack  of  practice  for  several  years,  or  from  the 
fact  of  never  having  operated  a  carriage  at  all,  can  -make 
no  difference. 

But  the  defendant  claims  that,  even  if  the  evidence  was 
sufficient  on  this  point,  still  that  the  plaintiff  assumed  the 
risk;  that  after  running  the  first  night  with  Brown  he  had 
ascertained  Brown's  incompetency;  that  the  promise  to  re- 
place Brown  with  another  sawyer,  alleged  to  have  been  made 
in  the  morning,  was  necessarily  a  promise  to  make  that 
change  at  once;  that  the  change  not  having  been  made  when 
the  plaintiff  went  to  work  at  night,  and  the  plaintiff  know- 
ing that  fact,  he  could  not  rely  upon  the  promise  any  further, 
but,  by  going  to  work  again  with  Brown,  assumed  the  risk. 
The  further  contention  is  made  that,  if  Brown  was  incompe- 
tent, the  risk  which  the  plaintiff  ran  was  so  great  and  im- 
minent that  he  was  not  justified  in  working  at  all  on  the 
second  evening  with  Brown  as  sawyer,  and  that  if  he  did  so 
he  voluntarily  assumed  the  risk.  Both  of  these  propositions 
have  been  negatived  by  the  jury,  and  we  think  there  was 
sufficient  evidence  upon  which  the  jury  might  rightly  base 
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their  findings.  We  do  not  think  that  it  can  be  said,  as  mat- 
ter of  law,  that  the  risk  of  remaining  upon  the  saw  carriage 
with  Brown  as  sawyer  was  so  immediate  and  imminent  that 
the  plaintiff  would  be  required  to  quit  work  at  once  or  be 
held  to  have  assumed  the  risk.  It  may  well  be  that  the 
plaintiflf  thought,  and  that  a  reasonable  man  would  think, 
that  by  exercising  a  little  more  than  usual  care  he  could  per- 
form his  duties  upon  the  saw  carriage  safely,  notwithstand- 
ing the  erratic  movements  of  the  carriage.  The  case  is  cer- 
tainly not  like  that  of  Erdman  v,  lUinois  Steel  Co,  95  Wis.  C, 
where  there  was  a  cracked  saw,  every  revolution  of  which 
was  fraught  with  the  most  imminent  and  deadly  danger. 
Nor  can  it  be  considered,  as  matter  of  law,  that  the  promise 
to  place  a  new  sawyer  in  Brown's  place  expired  by  limita- 
tion before  the  plaintiff  went  to  work  on  the  second  evening. 
We  think  that  it  was  properly  a  question  for  the  jury  to  say 
whether,  under  all  the  circumstances,  a  reasonable  timo  had 
elapsed  for  the  change  to  be  made  at  the  time  the  plaintiff 
was  injured. 

2.  The  plaintiff  was  asked  why  he  went  to  work  upon  the 
second  night,  after  seeing  Brown  there  as  sawyer,  and  re- 
plied, under  objection,  that  he  thought  that  Elsen  had  not 
had  time  to  get  a  setter  to  put  in  Fowler's  place,  and  that 
he  would  be  there  at  an3'^  minute  with  a  new  setter,  and 
then  put  Fowler  in  Brown's  place,  and  so  he  went  onto  the 
carriage;  that  in  a  short  time  the  day  setter  came,  and  took 
Fowler's  place,  and  Fowler  went  down,  stairs,  and  he  (the 
plaintiff)  thought  that  Elsen  had  sent  for  him  to  make  some 
arrangement  for  him  to  do  the  sawing,  and  so  he  (the  plaint- 
iff) continued  to  work,  relying  upon  the  promise  to  make 
the  change.  The  admission  of  this  evidence  is  claimed  to 
be  error.  The  question  was,  on  this  branch  of  the  case, 
whether  the  plaintiff  was  justified  in  working  with  Brown 
in  reliance  upon  the  promise  to  put  in  a  new  sawyer,  and 
necessarily  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  surrounding  the 
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plaintiff  at  the  time  he  commenced  to  work  were  properly 
admissible,  as  explaining  why  he  went  to  work  and  whether 
his  act  was  reasonable.  But  it  is  said  that  it  was  improper 
to  allow  him  to  state  his  mental  conclusions  upon  these  facts. 
We  do  not  think,  however,  that  this  objection  can  prevail. 
The  plaintiff  certainly  was  entitled  to  state  that  he  was  still 
relying  upon  the  promise.  This  was,  in  effect,  the  statement 
merely  of  a  condition  of  mind  or  mental  conclusion,  and  the 
fact  that  it  is  somewhat  elaborated,  in  connection  with  the 
circumstances  before  his  eyes,  is  not  prejudicial. 

Two  physicians  were  called,  who  treated  the  plaintiff  for 
his  injuries,  and  who  gave  testimony,  based  in  part  upon  the 
statements  of  the  plaintiff,  as  to  his  pains  and  feelings,  made 
for  the  purpose  of  medical  treatment.  The  admission  of 
this  testimony  is  now  claimed  as  error.  This  subject,  how- 
ever,  was  fully  reviewed  in  Keller  v,  Gilmany  93  Wis.  9, 
where  this  class  of  testimony  was  held  to  be  competent. 

It  is  objected  that  the  plaintiff's  medical  witnesses  were 
allowed  to  guess  at  the  character  and  permanency  of  the 
plaintiff's  injuries.  One  of  the  physicians  was  asked  whether, 
in  his  opinion,  the  plaintiff's  injuries  were  permanent,  and  • 
he  answered  that,  so  far  as  he  was  able  to  know,  he  would 
say  they  were  permanent.  A  motion  to  strike  out  the  an- 
swer was  overruled.  It  is  said  that  this  is  in  violation  of 
the  rule  that  damages  for  permanent  injuries  can  only  be 
allowed  where  the  evidence  shows  that  they  are  reasonably 
certain  to  be  permanent.  Hardy  v,  Milwaukee  St.  i?.  Co,  89 
Wis.  183.  The  objection  is  untenable.  The  fact  that  the 
jury  must  find  reasonable  certainty  from  all  the  evidence 
does  not  make  it  necessary  that  every  witness  must  testify 
to  the  fact  of  reasonable  certainty.  The  probative  force  of 
testimony  to  the  effect  that  injuries  are  probably  permanent 
may  be  weak,  but  weak  testimony  is  not,  on  that  account 
alone,  inadmissible.  There  may  be  other  evidence  of  facts 
and  circumstances  which  supplements  and  strengthens  it  to 
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the  necessary  point  of  certainty.     Gritea  v.  N&vo  Richmond^ 
ante,  p.  55. 

Again,  it  is  urged  that  it  was  error  to  allow  plaintiff  to 
testify  that  his  eyesight  and  hearing  were  impaired  since  his 
•injury;  because  no  special  claim  of  such  injuries  was  made 
in  the  pleadings.  The  complaint,  after  charging  that  numer- 
ous injuries  to  the  head,  back,  and  spine  were  received  by 
his  fall,  alleges  that  "other  serious  injuries  were  done  him." 
This  we  regard  as  sufficient  to  justify  evidence  of  injuries 
other  than  those  specifically  named.  The  allegation  is  in- 
definite, and  probably  was  open  to  a  motion  to  make  more 
definite  and  certain,  but,  in  the  absence  of  any  such  motion, 
it  was  not  error  to  admit  evidence  of  injuries  to  the  eye  and 
ear  under  it. 

3.  The  defendant  requested  the  following  instruction, 
which  was  refused :  "  You  are  not  bound,  as  matter  of  law, 
to  credit  the  testimony  of  the  plaintiff,  even  in  matters 
where  he  is  uncontradicted  by  any  witness."  This  is  un- 
doubtedly a  correct  legal  proposition,  and  its  refusal,  under 
some  circumstances,  might  well  be  error.  In  this  case,  how- 
ever, there  seems  little  or  nothing  to  which  it  could  right- 
fully apply  with  any  force.  There  was  really  very  little 
conflict  as  to  matters  of  fact  in  the  case,  except  as  to  the 
alleged  promise  to  discharge  Brown,  and  upon  this  subject 
the  jury  were  properly  instructed,  as  we  shall  see.  We  can 
discover  no  questions  in  the  case  upon  which  this  instruction 
would  have  been  useful,  and  hence  there  was  no  error  in  the 
refusal  to  give  it. 

4.  But  it  is  said  that  there  was  affirmative  error  in  the 
chtirge  upon  the  subject  of  the  preponderance  of  the  evi- 
dence. The  trial  judge,  after  instructing  the  jury  that  they 
were  to  answer  the  questions  according  to  the  fair  weight 
and  preponderance  of  the  evidence,  uninfluenced  by  sympathy 
or  prejudice,  charged  that  in  answering  each  question  they 
should  consider  and  review  all  the  evidence  bearing  thereon 
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on  either  side,  and  that  their  answer  should  reflect,  as  near 
as  possible,  their  deliberate  conclusion  based  upon  such  evi- 
-dence.  He  further  charged  as  to  the  alleged  promise  by 
Elsen  to  discharge  Brown :  "  Each  has  given  his  version  of 
what  was  said.  The  burden  of  proof  is  upon  the  plaintiff  to 
show,  by  the  fair  preponderance  of  the  evidence,  that  such 
promise  was  in  fact  made,  and,  before  you  will  be  warranted 
in  finding  an  aflBrmative  answer  to  this  question,  you  must 
find  that  the  evidence  preponderates  in  his  favor;  that  is,  in 
favor  of  the  plaintiff's  versioiv.  You  should  consider  all  the 
■circumstances  and  surroundings,  the  interest,  if  any  is  shown, 
each  witness  has  in  the  result  of  this  suit,  and  make  your 
answer  in  accordance  with  the  conviction  that  comes  to  you 
of  what  the  truth  really  is.  If  you  believe^  and  so  find^  that 
the  evidence  preponderates  in  plaintiff's  favor,  and  his  ver-- 
sion  of  what  was  said  on  the  morning  of  August  6th  is  true^ 
then  your  answer  to  this  question  should  be  in  the  aflBrma- 
tive. If  the  evidence  as  to  what  was  said  is  evenly  balanced, 
or  you  believe  Elsen's  version  of  it,  then  your  answer  should 
be  in  the  negative."  If  the  instruction  to  the  effect  that  the 
jury  should  find  a  verdict  simply  upon  the  fair  preponder- 
ance of  the  evidence  stood  alone,  it  seems  that  it  would  be 
reversible  error,  under  rules  frequently  stated  by  this  court. 
Gores  vi  Graff,  77  Wis.  174;  Pelitier  v.  C,  St.  P.,  M.  <&  0. 
H.  Co.  88  Wis.  521;  Guinard  v.  Knapp-Stottt  <&  Co.  Com- 
pany, 95  Wis.  482.  There  should  be  some  instruction,  in 
effect,  that  the  jury  are  to  be  satisfied  that  the  fact  exists 
in  order  to  justify  a  verdict.  The  charge,  however,  should 
all  be  construed  together.  In  the  present  case,  in  addition 
to  the  charge  that  they  should  find  a  verdict  upon  prepon- 
derance of  the  evidence,  the  jury  were  plainly  told,  in  the 
same  connection,  that  they  should  make  their  answers  in  ac- 
cordance with  their  conviction  of  what  the  truth  really  was, 
and  that,  if  they  helievcd  that  the  plaintiff's  version  was  true, 
they  should  answer  in  the  affirmative.  By  these  clauses  they 
Vou98— 30 
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are  told  that  they  are  to  answer  according  to  their  convic- 
tion or  belief  from  the  evidence.  These  are  fully  as  strong 
expressions  as  to  say  that  -they  must  be  satisfied  from  the 
evidence,  and  they  must  naturally  have  been  so  understood 
by  the  jury.  Taken  as  a  whole,  we  do  not  think  the  charge 
upon  this  subject  can  be  called  erroneous. 

A  further  criticism  upon  the  charge  is  made  to  the  effect 
that  the  court  informed  the  jury  what  effect  their  answers 
would  have  upon  the  plaintiff's  right  of  recovery.  Examina- 
tion of  the  charge  shows  that  this  criticism  is  unfounded. 
The  court  gave  the  jury  some  general  instructions  as  to  what 
would  constitute  an  assumption  of  risk  by  the  plaintiff,  and 
as  to  the  general  duties  of  mill  owners  toward  their  em- 
ployees, but  nowhere  told  them  what  would  be  the  effect  of 
their  answer  to  any  question  upon  the  question  of  the  de- 
fendant's liability. 

5.  Question  No.  10  of  the  special  verdict  reads  as  follows: 
"Was  the  danger  to  be  apprehended  from  riding  the  car- 
riage in  question,  under  Brown's  management  as  sawyer,  sa 
great,  immediate,  and  constant  that  a  reasonably  prudent 
person,  acting  in  the  light  of  all  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  plaintiff  acted,  ought  not  to  subject  himself  to  it?" 
It  is  now  urged  that  the  word  "would"  should  have  been 
used  in  the  question  instead  of  the  word  "ought."  It  is 
quite  apparent  that  "  would"  is  the  strictly  proper  word,  but 
was  it  error  to  use  the  word  "ought"?  We  think  not,  for 
two  reasons:  (1)  The  court  carefully  and  correctly  charged 
the  jury  upon  this  question  that  if  they  found  that  the  risk 
"  was  so  great,  immediate,  and  constant  that  a  reasonably 
prudent  man,  under  all  the  circumstances,  would  not  have 
continued  to  ride  the  carriage,  then  it  is  your  duty  to  say 
so  by  writing  the  proper  answer  to  this  question."  (2)  Sub- 
stantially this  same  question  was  asked  to  be  submitted  to 
the  jury  by  the  defendant's  counsel,  with  the  word  " ought" 
instead  of  "  would"  in  it.     While  the  word  "ought"  is  in- 


Wis.]  JANTJAEY  TEEM,  1898.  611 

Curran  vs.  A.  H.  Stange  Co. 

accurate,  it  will  be  found  frequently  used  in  the  text-books 
and  decisions  as  the  proper  word  in  this  connection,  and  as 
the  equivalent  of  "  would,"  and  we  do  not  regard  its  use^ 
under  the  circumstances  here,  as  prejudicial. 

6.  It  is  urged  that  there  should  have  been  a  general  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  the  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  contributory 
negligence.  We  find  nothing  in  the  record  to  call  for  any 
such  finding.  The  only  claim  made  upon  the  trial  seems  to 
have  been  that  the  plaintiff  assumed  the  risk,  and  this  issue 
was  properly  submitted  and  determined. 

7.  One  of  the  plaintiffs  physicians  qualified  himself  to  tes- 
tify as  a  medical  expert  by  testifying  that  he  was  a  graduate 
of  both  Eush  and  Hahneman  medical  colleges,  in  Chicago. 
"Upon  the  motion  for  a  new  trial,  the  defendant  introduced 
an  affidavit  from  the  president  of  the  Rush  Medical  College 
stating  that  the  doctor  was  not  a  graduate  of  that  college. 
No  affidavit  to  the  contrary  was  introduced,  and  it  is  now 
said  that  a  new  trial  should  have  been  granted  upon  the 
ground  that  this  was  newly  discovered  evidence.  There  are 
two  answers  to  this  objection :  (1)  There  is  nothing  to  show 
that  the  fact  was  learned  after  the  trial  of  the  case  closed  ^ 
and  (2)  the  evidence,  at  most,  was  merely  impeaching  evi- 
dence.    EooJcer  v.  C,  M.  db  St  P.  R.  Co.  76  Wis.  542. 

Upon  the  whole  record,  we  have  found  no  reversible  er- 
rors. 

By  the  Court — Judgment  aflBrmed, 

Bardeen,  J.,  took  no  part. 

The  rights  of  a  servant  who  continues  work  on  the  faith  of  a  prom- 
ise to  remove  a  specific  cause  of  danger  are  considered  in  a  note  to 
niinms  Steel  Co.  v.  Mann  (170  UL  200),  in  40  L.  R.  A,  781.—  Rep. 
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Orimshaw,  Plaintiff  in  error,  vs.  Thb  State,  Defendant  ia 

error. 
Sweet,  Plaintiff  in  error,  vs.  The  State,  Defendant  in  error. 

February  14— March  i,  1898. 

Criminal  law  and  practice:  Issuance  of  warrant:  Presumption  of  regu- 
larity: Evidence:  Meeting  witness  face  to  face:  Reporter's  tran- 
script: Erasures:  Immaterial  errors. 

1.  A  warrant,  issued  under  the  seal  of  a  court  having  power  to  issue 
it,  signed  by  the  clerk,  and  tested  in  the  name  of  the  judge  thereof, 
will  be  presumed  to  have  been  issued  by  the  court  or  under  its  di- 
rection. 

H,  The  reception  in  evidence,  as  against  the  plaintiff  in  error,  of  a 
statement  or  confession  made  in  his  absence  by  a  codefendant 
when  the  latter  was  arrested  and  brought  before  the  examining 
magistrate,  cannot  be  held  a  prejudicial  error,  where  the  bill  of 
exceptions,  which  is  certified  to  contain  all  the  evidence,  does  not 
contain  such  statement. 

^  Where  the  statement  or  confession  of  a  defendant,  made  before  the 
examining  magistrate,  had  been  taken  down  in  shorthand  and 
afterwards  transcribed  by  the  reporter,  the  admission  of  such 
transcript  in  evidence  at  his  trial  was  not  erroneous  because  a 
trifling  and  immaterial  erasure  or  change  had  been  made  therein, 
especially  where  such  statement  was  fully  corroborated  by  the 
testimony  of  the  defendant  at  the  triaL 

"Wlirrs  OP  ERROR  to  review  judgments  of  the  municipal 
•court  for  the  eastern  district  of  Waukesha  county:  D.  S. 
TuLLAR,  Judge.    Affii^med. 

0,  E.  Armiuj  for  the  plaintiffs  in  error. 

For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  the  At- 
<tome>i/  General  J  and  oral  argument  by  Z.  J.  BiUinga. 

PiNNEY,  J.  The  plaintiffs  in  error  were  jointly  charged 
by  information  with  having  feloniously,  in  the  night  time, 
on,  etc.,  wilfully  and  burglariously  broken  and  entered  a 
certain  building  used  and  known  as  a  chicken  house,  the 
property  of  one  George  Marx,  said  building  not  adjoining 
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or  occupied  with  any  dwelling  house,  with  intent  then  and 
there  to  commit  the  crime  of  larceny,  in  this,  to  wit,  the 
goods  and  chattels  of  the  said  George  Marx  then  and  there 
being  found  to  take,  steal,  and  carry  away,  against  the  peace 
and  dignity  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin.  The  defendants^ 
pleaded  not  guilty,  and,  having  been  convicted  and  sen- 
tenced, each  brought  his  separate  writ  of  error. 

Upon  the  writ  of  error  brought  by  Orimshaw  it  was  as- 
signed  as  epror  that  the  warrant  upon  which  he  was  arrested 
'Was  illegal  and  void,  in  that  it  was  issued  by  E.  S.  Park, 
clerk  of  the  municipal  court  for  the  eastern  district  of  Wau- 
kesha county,  upon  a  coraplainti  made  before  him  for  that 
purpose;  and  it  was  contended  that  the  said  E.  S.  Park,  as 
clerk  of  said  court,  had  no  judicial  authority  to  take  said 
complaint  or  issue  said  warrant  thereon. 

1.  The  warrant  was  under  the  seal  of  the  court,  and  signed 
by  the  clerk,  and  tested  in  the  name  of  the  judge  thereof. 
By  sec.  8,  ch.  22,  Laws  of  1895,  establishing  said  court,  it  is 
provided  that  the  clerk  of  the  court  "may  examine  on  oath 
all  persons  applying  for  warrants,  and  reduce  their  exam- 
inations to  writing  and  file  the  same,  and  may  issue  all  war- 
rants and  other  processes  from  said  court."  Sec.  4  of  said 
chapter  provides  that  "  the  general  provisions  of  law  which 
may  at  any  time  be  in  force  relative  to  the  circuit  courts 
and  actions  and  proceedings  therein  in  case  of  crime  .  •  • 
shall  apply  also  to  said  municipal  court,  unless  inapplicable, 
and  the  rules  of  practice  prescribed  by  tjie  justices  of  the 
supreme  court  for  circuit  courts  shall  be  in  force  in  said  mu- 
nicipal court;  and  these  rules,  practice  and  proceedings  shall 
conform  as  near  as  practicable  to  the  rules  of  practice  of 
circuit  courts;  and  it  has  power  and  authority  to  issue  alB 
process  necessary  to  carry  this  practice,  which  process  shall* 
in  substance  be  the  same,  when  applicable,  as  used  in  cir- 
cuit courts."  Similar  objection  Avas  made  in  Shaffelv,  State^ 
97  Wis.  377,  in  relation  to  the  criminal  warrant  issued  ia 


614  SUPREME  COUET  OF  WISCONSIN.  [98 

Gritushaw  vs.  The  State.    Sweet  vs.  Same. 

like  manner  by  the  municipal  court  for  the  western  district 
of  said  county,  and  was  overruled.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
enter  upon  an  examination  or  discussion  of  the  powers  of 
the  clerk.  It  is  enough  that  the  court  had  power  to  issue 
the  warrant.  Upon  its  face  it  appears  to  have  been  so 
issued.  If  actually  issued  by  the  clerk,  the  presumption  is 
that  it  was  issued  by  direction  of  the  court.  There  is  noth- 
ing in  Poolers  ^.  State^  97  Wis.  627,  that  gives  any  support 
to  this  assignment  of  error.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  there 
treated  as  without  merit,  in  view  of  the  case  of  Shaffel  v. 
State,  supra. 

2.  It  is  assigned  as  error  that  the  court  erroneously  re- 
ceived in  evidence  on  the  trial  of  Grimshaw  the  statement 
made  before  the  municipal  judge  and  the  district  attorney 
by  Ernest  Sweety  in  the  absence  of  the  defendant,  when  he 
(Sweet)  was  arrested  and  brought  before  said  judge  for  ex- 
amination for  the  offense  charged  in  the  information.  The 
objection  is  that  the  reception  in  evidence  of  such  state- 
ment or  confession  was  in  violation  of  the  right  secured  to 
him  by  sec.  7,  art.  I,  of  the  constitution,  to  meet  the  wit- 
nesses against  him  face  to  face.  This  assignment  of  error 
^vhoUy  fails,  for  the  reason  that  the  bill  of  exceptions,  which 
is  certified  to  contain  all  the  evidence  given  upon  the  trial, 
•does  not  contain  the  statement  or  confession  referred  to. 
The  court  has  no  means,  therefore,  of  judging  whether  its 
reception  in  evidence  was  error  prejudicial  to  the  defendant 
/jrimshaw. 

For  these  reasons  the  judgment  against  the  defendant 
Orimshaio  must  be  affirmed. 

The  defendant  Sioeet  sued  out  his  separate  writ  of  error, 
and,  upon  the  return  to  the  writ,  made  and  assigned  as 
error  the  same  objections  to  the  validity  of  the  complaint 
and  warrant  as  were  made  in  the  case  of  Grimsltav),  From 
what  has  been  said,  it  will  be  seen  that  this  point  needs  no 
gpecial  attention. 
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The  second  error  assigned  is  that  th6  court  erred  in  re- 
ceiving in  evidence,  upon  the  trial  of  said  Sweety  the  state- 
ments alleged  to  have  been  made  before  the  municipal 
judge  by  Griinshaw  and  Sweet  at  the  time  of  their  arrest, 
as  taken  down  in  shorthand,  and  afterwards  transcribed 
into  longhand  in  the  Sweet  case  by  the  reporter.  Objection 
was  made  on  the  same  ground  as  in  the  case  of  Grimshaw^ 
and,  further,  that  erasures  or  changes  had  been  made  in  the 
transcript  of  the  minutes  written  out  by  the  reporter. 

By  the  separate  bill  of  exceptions  returned  to  the  writ  of 
error  taken  by  said  Sweety  it  appears  that  he  made  quite  a 
lengthy  statement  before  the  municipal  judge  at  the  time 
of  his  arrest,  in  which,  after  the  warrant  was  read  to  him 
and  on  being  asked  if  he  wanted  an  examination,  he  re- 
sponded: "No  judge,  I  am  guilty  of  it.  I  am  willing  to 
own  it.  We  went  in  and  killed  twelve  chickens,"  etc.;  and 
gave  the  circumstances  in  detail,  stating  that  Grimshaw  was 
with  him,  and  that  there  were  three  of  them,  but  denied 
knowing  who  the  other  was,  and  insisted  that  he  had  not 
been  induced  by  any  promise  of  an  oflBoer  to  make  said  state- 
ment or  confession.  After  the  information  had  been  filed 
the  defendant  pleaded  guilty.  Subsequently  counsel  ap- 
peared in  his  behalf,  and  the  examination  was  held  open, 
and  he  was  allowed  to  plead  not  guilty. 

At  the  trial  it  appeared  that  the  alleged  erasure  or  change 
made  in  the  transcript  of  the  minutes  of  the  reporter  was 
trifling  and  immaterial. 

Upon  the  trial  the  defendant  Sweet  testified  as  a  witness 
in  his  own  behalf,  and  gave  a  detailed  statement  of  the  par- 
ticulars of  the  offense  charged  in  the  information,  in  sub- 
stance: That  they  arrived  alongside  of  the  chicken  house, — 
himself,  Grimshaw^  and  Pooler.  That  the  door  was  open 
quite  a  way, —  about  three  quarters  open.  That  they  left 
the  horses  with  Pooler,  and  he  turned  them  around  and 
took  them  up  the  road, "  and  we  went  in  and  got  two  apiece. 
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and  we  came  out,  and  I  says, '  Well,  we  will  get  four  apiece; 
that  will  be  enough, —  four  for  me  and  four  for  him.'  I  says^ 
*They  will  spoil  on  us;'  and  he  says,  'No;  we  can  eat  them.* 
I  put  them  in  a  bag, —  ten  or  twelve  in  this  bag.  While  we 
were  in  there  we  didn't  see  anybody  come  out.  I  saw  some- 
body on  the  doorsteps,  and  I  says,  *  Leave  the  chickens 
there,'  and  I  left  the  chickens  there,  and  went  up  the  road. 
The  team  was  up  there  and  Pooler,  and  we  came  back  and 
got  the  chickens  again.  Then  we  thought  we  would  leave 
them  there,  and  wouldn't  take  them,  and  we  walked  down 
towards  the  road.  We  didn't  know  whether  we  dared  drive 
past  the  house  or  not,  and,  if  there  wasn't  anybody  out  there^ 
we  was  going  to  drive  by  the  house,  and  go  to  Waukesha 
this  way.  When  we  got  down  there,  there  was  a  couple  of 
men  there  with  a  lantern,  and  we  started  to  run  up  towards 
the  team.  They  followed  me  up  there.  I  came  down  the 
railroad  track,  and  came  to  town.  I  was  arrested  at  Dar- 
ien."  That  when  the  paper  was  read  to  him  in  court  he 
thought  it  was  for  stealing  the  chickens, —  petit  larceny, — 
and  it  was  that  he  said  he  was  guilty  of.  That  he  remem- 
bered he  objected  when  the  word  breaking  was  used.  "  I 
said  I  didn't  want  to  plead  guilty  to  that,  because  there  was 
no  breaking  done.  I  said  something  there  about  this  third 
man, —  that  I  didn't  know  him.  It  was  because  he  was  a 
married  man,  and  I  didn't  have  no  place  just  then  to  stop, — 
nothing  to  look  after, —  so  I  thought  I  would  plead  guilty  to 
it,  and  leave  him  out  of  it."  He  described  the  situation  and 
location  of  the  barn  and  chicken  house  with  reference  to  the 
road.  In  brief,  his  testimony  on  the  trial,  taken  in  connec- 
tion with  his  statement  before  the  municipal  judge  upon  his 
arrest,  which  extended  over  several  pages,  showed  clearly^ 
and  beyond  any  dispute,  his  guilt  of  the  offense  charged 
against  him  and  of  which  he  \yas  convicted  by  the  jury.  His. 
present  counsel  attended  the  trial  and  participated  in  his 
examination  as  a  witness,  which  fully  corroborated  his  con- 
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fession  of  guilt  before  the  examining  magistrate.  The  state- 
ment made  by  Grimshaw  before  the  municipal  judge  on  hi» 
preliminary  examination  was  received  in  evidence  at  the- 
trial  only  as  against  the  defendant  Grvmshaw^  and  not  as 
against  said  defendant  aSi^^^iJ,  as  his  bill  of  exceptions  clearly 
shows.  In  view  of  these  facts,  it  is  impossible  to  say  that 
any  material  error  intervened  to  the  prejudice  of  the  de- 
fendant Sweet,  The  presumption  of  innocence  that  ordina- 
rily obtains  in  the  case  of  a  person  charged  with  crime  was 
clearly  and  entirely  overcome  by  his  confession  before  the 
municipal  judge,  and  sustained  and  fully  corroborated  by 
his  testimony  thus  given  as  a  witness  upon  his  trial  in  his 
own  behalf.  For  these  reasons  the  case  of  Pooler  v.  Statey 
97  Wis.  627,  is  not  applicable. 

The  judgment  against  the  defendant  Sweet  must  therefore^ 
be  affirmed. 

By  the  Court —  The  judgment  in  each  case  is  affirmed. 
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error. 

February  U  — March  1, 1898. 

Rape:  Resistance:  Evidence, 

In  a  prosecution  for  rape  committed  upon  a  girl  who,  although 
but  fifteen  years  of  age,  weighed  125  pounds  and  was  well  de- 
veloped and  accustomed  to  all  kinds  of  work,  by  a  man  whose 
acquaintance  she  had  made  that  night  at  a  country  dance  and 
.  who  was  accompanying  her  to  the  place  where  she  worked,  the 
circumstances  established  by  the  evidence,  taking  the  testimony 
of  the  girl  as  true,  are  held  so  inconsistent  with  that  resistance  to 
the  best  of  her  ability  and  accomplishment  of  the  outrage  against 
her  will,  necessary  to  make  out  the  crime,  that  the  jury  were  not 
warranted  in  saying  that  gyilt  was  established  beyond'a  reason- 
able  doubt 
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Error  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Jef- 
ferson county:  John  E.  Bennett,  Circuit  Judge.    Heversed. 

The  plaintiff  in  error,  Otto  Bohlmann^  was  convicted  of 
the  crime  of  rape.  The  circumstances  of  the  offense,  accord- 
ing to  the  evidence  of  the  prosecuting  witness,  were  sub- 
stantially as  follows:  Alvina  Berg,  a  servant  girl  in  the 
family  of  one  Pugh,  and  a  girl  friend  by  the  name  of  Dora 
Haubeck,  about  12  o'clock  at  night,  started  to  go  home 
from  a  country  dance.  Bohlmann^  a  man  about  twentj^- 
seven  years  of  age,  who  had  become  acquainted  with  the 
girls  during  the  evening,  without  invitation  or  protest  from 
them,  started  to  accompany  them  home.  The  three  went 
along  a  highway  some  distance,  and  then  across  the  fields 
to  the  house  of  Dora,  on  another  highway.  Bohlmann  and 
Alvina  walked  together,  arm  in  arm,  most  of  the  way,  and 
some  of  the  way  each  with  an  arm  around  the  other.  After 
the  home  of  Dora  was  reached,  she  bade  the"  others  good 
night,  and  they  proceeded  on  the  highway  towards  the  home 
of  Pugh,  which  was  about  half  a  mile  away.  After  going 
a  short  distance  Bohlmann  kissed  Alvina,  and  she  told  him 
she  did  not  want  his  kisses,  and  pushed,  him  away  a  little. 
He  then  threw  her  down  and  she  screamed  "Dear,  dear!" 
Ho  put  his  hand  over  her  mouth  and  she  tore  off  his  necktie, 
and  got  away  from  him,  and  walked  off  fast.  He  followed, 
and  after  going  a  short  distance,  and  near  the  house  of  one 
Lewis,  caught  up  with  her,  and  the  two  then  walked  along 
together  till  nearly  to  Pugh's  house.  Bohlmann  then  asked 
Alvina  to  go  out  on  the  side  of  the  road  to  a  grass  plat  by 
the  road  fence.  She  refused  and  went  the  other  way.  He 
then  took  hold  of  her  and  pulled  her  along  over  near  the 
fence  to  the  grass,  then  put  his  arm  around  and  kissed  her. 
She  made  no  outcry  or  physical  resistance  to  him  in  any 
way  at  that  instant.  He  then  threw  her  down  on  the  grass, 
and  liited  up  her  clothes,  and  unbuttoned  the  clothing  near- 
est her  person.     Though  her  hands  were  free  all  the  time, 
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she  made  no  outcry,  and  no  resistance  at  all,  except  that  she 
kicked  with  her  feet.  She  said  she  struggled  all  she  could, 
but,  when  pressed  to  say  what  she  did  by  way  of  struggling, 
said  she  kicked  with  her  feet;  that  she  was  afraid  he  would 
kill  her;  that  he  said  if  she  would  not  keep  still  she  would 
know  what  he  would  do  to  her;  that  she  asked  him  what 
he  would  do  and  he  made  no  answer.  The  outrage  there 
took  place,  no  resistance  being  made  other  than  as  detailed. 
Her  underclothes  were  not  torn  in  any  way  and  there  were 
no  marks  of  violence  upon  her  person  or  upon  his.  She  did 
not  resist  Bohlmann  by  the  use  of  her  hands  at  all,  or  b}'^ 
the  making  of  any  outcry,  or  in  any  manner  except  as  be- 
fore stated.  She  was  a  large,  strong  girl,  fifteen  years  of 
age,  weighed  125  pounds,  and  was  accustomed  to  work  in 
and  out  of  doors.  After  the  alleged  offense  was  committed 
the  two  got  to  their  feet  and  the  girl  went  on  a  distance  of 
about  a  block  to  Pugh's,  and  Bohlmann  turned  back.  The 
corroborating  evidence  is  to  the  effect  that  the  girl's  clothes 
were  soiled  with  dirt,  and  there  were  some  spots  on  her 
underclothing,  and.  the  next  day  she  complained  to  her 
mother  of  the  treatment  she  had  received. 

a.  B.  Kirlcland^  for  the  plaintiff  in  error. 

For  the  defendant  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  the  Atr 
tomey  General^  and  oral  argument  by  C.  E.  Whelan^  second 
assistant  attorney  general. 

Marshall,  J.  It  is  an  essential  element  of  the  crime  of 
rape  that  the  outrage  be  accomplished  by  force  and  agairtst 
the  will  of  the  female.  If  she  consents  at  all,  however  re- 
luctantly or  tardily,  without  reference  to  the  resistance  that 
precedes  it,  that  operates  in  the  eye  of  the  law  to  reduce  the 
offense  to  fornication  or  adultery,  according  to  circum- 
stances. The  ingredient  of  the  crime  that  gives  to  it  its  most 
heinous  character,  is  that  violation  of  the  will  by  which  the 
unlawful  act  is  accomplished,  not  only  in  spite  of  the  female's 


620  STJPKEME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIK  [9S 

Bohlmann  vs.  The  State. 

power  of  resistance,  exerted  to  her  utmost  ability  under  the 
circumstances,  but  without  her  consent.  The  power  of  re- 
sistance need  not  necessarily  be  overcome  by  superior  phys- 
ical force ;  if  overcome  by  fraud  or  fear  of  serious  personal 
injury,  or  if  physical  resistance  becomes  so  useless  as  to  war- 
rant it  ceasing  upon  that  ground,  there  being  no  consent  or 
submission  in  the  sense  of  mental  operation,  the  essential  of 
the  accomplishment  of  the  act  by  force  and  against  the  will 
of  the  outraged  party  is  fully  satisfied.  The  law  as  thus  laid 
down  is  too  well  understood  and  has  been  too  frequently  ap- 
plied in  this  court  to  require  discussion  or  call  for  any  cita- 
tion of  authority.     Whittaker  v.  State,  50  Wis.  518. 

In  the  light  of  the  foregoing  it  is  said  for  the  plaintiff  in 
error  that  the  evidence  was  not  suflScient  to  justify  the  ver- 
dict of  the  jury  finding  him  guilty  of  the  crime  of  rape,  and, 
as  we  view  the  case  on  the  record,  that  presents  the  only 
question  necessary  for  consideration. 

The  age  of  the  girl  was  not  such,  considering  the  fact  that 
in  all  but  years  she  appears  to  have  been  a  fully  developed 
woman,  as  to  warrant  any  very  strong  inferences  in  favor 
of  the  prosecution  because  of  tender  years. 

She  admitted  that  Bohhnann  was  a  stranger  to  her,  yet, 
though  she  had  a  girl  friend  for  company,  she  voluntarily 
walked  with  him  most  of  the  way  after  leaving  the  dance, 
to  the  place  where  the  alleged  outrage  was  committed;  that 
they  w^alked  arm  in  arm  part  of  the  time,  and  part  of  the 
time  each  wuth  an  arm  around  the  other.  After  Dora,  the 
girl  friend,  arrived  at  her  home,  Alvina  proceeded  with 
Bohlmann,  and  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  he  threw  her 
down  after  going  but  a  short  distance  and  acted  in  a  way 
to  indicate  very  clearly  his  design,  all  of  which  she  says  she 
understood,  she  made  no  very  serious  efforts  to  escape  from 
the  danger,  though  she  demonstrated  her  ability  to  do  so,, 
and  there  was  a  neighbor's  house  near  by  to  which  she  could 
readily  have  resorted.    Taking  her  evidence  as  true,  she  was 
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quite  a  match  for  Bohlmann  at  the  first  encounter,  for  she 
got  away  from  him  without  injury,  and  proceeded  toward 
her  home.  After  she  so  escaped  she  passed  near  the  neigh- 
bor's house  and  on  to  the  scene  of  the  second  encounter, 
without  even  making  an  effort  to  resort  to  such  house  for 
safety,  or  to  raise  any  alarm  because  of  her  danger.  When 
the  parties  arrived  within  a  distance  of  about  a  block  from, 
the  house  pf  Alvina's  employer,  the  request  was  made  that 
she  go  out  on  the  grass  plat  near  the  road  side  fence.  It 
does  not  appear  that  she  refused  other  than  by  stepping 
back  and  compelling  him  to  pull  her,  as  she  said,  along 
toward  the  desired  spot.  She  made  no  outcry ;  she  did  not 
use  even  a  word  of  protest.  In  reaching  the  grass  plat  it 
was  necessary  to  pass  down  into  a  ditch  and  up  a  bank,  yet 
that  appears  to  have  been  all  accomplished  without  delay 
or  difficulty.  She  testified  that  at  that  time  she  knew  what 
he  intended;  that  she  stepped  back  but  did  not  say  any- 
thing; that  he  took  hold  of  her  and  pulled  her.  He  made 
no  threats  or  said  anything  to  put  her  in  fear  of  personal 
injury  other  than  that  to  be  apprehended  from  such  intended 
purpose. 

During  all  the  time  till  the  grass  plat  was  reached,  and 
she  was  thrown  upon  the  ground,  and  her  clothes  near  her 
person  removed,  she  exhibited  none  of  those  symptoms  of 
alarm,  or  intense  mental  anguish,  or  physical  resistance  that 
would  be  reasonably  expected  of  a  woman  under  such  cir- 
-cumstances  in  order  to  protect  herself  from  a  most  grievous 
impending  outrage.  Up  to  the  time  she  was  on  the  ground, 
her  clothes  raised,  and  those  near  her  person  removed,  though 
her  hands  were  loose  and  nothing  had  yet  been  said  to  in- 
timidate her,  she  does  not  appear  to  have  done  anything  or 
said  anything  worth  mentioning  by  way  of  protest  or  re- 
sistance, other  than  she  kicked  with  her  feet.  She  says  the 
reason  why  she  did  not  resist  was,  she  was  afraid  Bohlmann 
would  kill  her,  but  it  does  not  appear  that  he  made  any 
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threat,  or  said  anything  to  put  her  in  fear  of  personal  injory 
till  his  act  had  proceeded  well  on  to  its  accomplishment; 
then  he  used  the  words,  "If  you  do  not  keep  still  you  will 
know  what  I  will  do  to  you."  From  first  to  last  there  does . 
not  appear  to  have  been  any  resistance  worthy  of  mention 
as  such.  There  was  no  mark  of  violence  upon  Alvina's  per- 
son, her  underclothing  was  not  torn,  and  after  the  encounter 
was  over  she  proceeded  on  her  way  a  few  steps  to  the  resi- 
dence of  her  employer,  and  there  retired  for  the  balance  of 
the  night  without  making  known  the  injury  done  to  her,  yet 
it  was  so  recent  that,  .upon  the  theory  that  it  was  rape,  she 
had  had  no  time  to  recover  from  the  effect  of  the  terrible 
outrage  upon  her  mind.  Applying  that  reason  and  common 
sense  which  men  of  mature  years  ordinarily  possess  to  the 
circumstances  as  above  related,  one  is  almost  persuaded  to 
the  idea  that  the  rule  that  a  person  cannot  be  properly  con- 
victed of  crime  unless  the  facts  constituting  guilt  are  estab- 
lished by  evidence  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  was  displaced 
by  the  jury  in  this  case,  notwithstanding  very  full  instruc- 
tions by  the  learned  trial  judge  on  the  subject,  by  the  theory 
that  there  should  be  a  conviction  unless  innocence  were 
established  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt.  All  the  reasonable 
inferences  from  the  circumstances  established  by  the  evi- 
dence, taking  the  testimony  of  thd  girl  as  true,  are  rather 
against  the  theory  that  she  resisted  to  the  extent  of  her 
power  so  to  do,  and  against  the  theory  that  she  made  any 
resistance  at  all,  worthy  to  be  called  such. 

Further  discussion  of  the  evidence  will  serve  no  valuable 
purpose.  Failure  of  the  girl  to  protest  against  going  out  of 
the  road  upon  the  grass  plat,  under  the  circumstances,  other 
than  by  stepping  back,  and  to  offer  any  resistance  other  than 
such  as  was  easily  overcome,  so  that  she  walked  to  the  de- 
sired place,  and  failure  to  use  her  hands  to  prevent,  or  voice 
to  protest  against,  the  arrangement  of  her  clothing  for  the 
intended  purpose,  and  failure  to  exhibit  any  of  those  symp- 
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toms  of  intense  mental  anguish  and  alarm  naturally  to  be 
expected  of  a  woman  when  in  imminent  danger  of  having 
committed  upon  her  that  greatest  of  outrages  that  can  be 
perpetrated  upon  one  of  her  sex,  if  not  strongly  indicative 
of  consent  with  some  measure  of  reluctance,  certainly  are  so 
inconsistent  with  that  resistance  to  the  best  of  her  ability  and 
accomplishment  of  the  outrage  against  her  will,  necessary  to 
make  out  the  crime  of  rape,  that  the  jury  were  not  warranted 
in  saying  that  guilt  was  established  by  the  evidence  beyond 
a  reasonable  doubt. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  trial,  the  warden  of 
the  state  prison  directed  to  deliver  the  accused,  Otto  Bohl- 
manriy  into  the  custody  of  the  sheriff  of  Jefferson  county,  and 
he  is  directed  to  keep  him  subject  to  further  proceedings  ac- 
cording to  law. 


Crawfoed,  Plaintiff  in  error,  vs.  The  State,  Defendant  in 

error. 
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117         353 
Adultery:  Husband  and  wife:  Witneeeeai  Competency. 

A  wife  is  not  a  competent  witness  against  her  husband  in  a  prose- 
cution for  adultery 

Error  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  She- 
boygan county :  N.  S.  Gilson,  Circuit  Judge.     Reversed, 

For  the  plaintiff  in  error  there  was  a  brief  by  D.  T.  PK&- 
lauj  attorney,  and  Simon  Gillen,  of  counsel. 

[No  brief  on  file  for  the  defendant  in  error.] 

The  following  opinion  was  filed  March  22, 1898: 

Cassoday,  C.  J.  The  plaintiff  in  error  was  tried  and  con- 
victed of  the  crime  of  adultery,  and  sentenced  to  imprison- 
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ment  in  the  state  prison  for  the  term  of  two  years,  and  to 
reverse  that  judgment  he'sues  out  this  writ  of  error. 

Upon  the  trial  his  wife  was  admitted  as  a  witness  in  be- 
half of  the  state,  and  allowed  to  testify.  This  was  manifest 
error.  It  is  well  settled  that "  neither  husband  nor  wife  can 
be  a  witness  at  common  law  for  or  against  the  other  in  pros- 
ecutions" for  adultery.  2  Whart.  Grim.  Law  (10th  ed.); 
§  1736;  1  Greenl.  Ev.  §  334;  3  Jones,  Ev.  §  751;  Mills  v. 
U.  S.  1  Pin.  73;  Schoeffler  v.  State,  3  Wis.  823,  844.  "With 
certain  exceptions,  it  was,  at  common  law,  against  public 
policy  to  allow  the  wife  to  be  a  witness  for  or  against  her 
husband  in  any  action,  civil  or  criminal,  to  which  she  was 
not  a  party."  Smith  v,  Merrill,  75  Wis.  462.  The  case  at 
bar  does  not  come  within  any  exception.  Nor  is  there  any 
statute  in  this  state  making  the  wife  a  competent  witness 
Against  the  husband  in  such  a  case.  Certainly  sec.  4072, 
E.  S.  1878,  does  not.  See  Farrell  v.  LedweU,  21  Wis.  182; 
Carney  v,  Oleissner,  58  Wis.  674;  Selden  v.  State,  74  Wis. 
271 ;  Sfiiith  V,  Merrill,  75  Wis.  461 ;  Earner  v.  Yance,  93 
Wis.  352 ;  Lanctot  v.  State,  ante,  p.  136.  - 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  for  a  new  triaL 


'  06    884 

108   33d 


98  624 
B40ULi  457 
41Ui794n 
46IAi672ni 
47Mti646n| 


US 

624 

117 

Km 

117 

2528 

117 

>529 

Cook  and  another,  Eespondents,  vs.  The  Minneapolis,  St. 
Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Eailway  Company,  Appellant. 

February  9  —  March  se,  1898, 

(1)  Railroads:  Fire  set  by  locomotive:  Junction  tvith  other  fire:  Proxi- 
mate cause.  (2)  Failure  to  fence:  Killing  of  animals  on  track. 
(3)  Appeal:  Printing:  Costs. 

1.  A  fire  started  by  defendant's  negligence,  after  spreading  one  mile 
and  a  quarter  to  the  northeast,  near  plaintiffs'  property,  met  a  fire 
having  no  responsible  origin,  coming  from  the  northwest    After 
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the  union,  .fire  swept  on  from  the  northwest  to  and  into  plaintiffs' 
property,  causing  its  destruction.  Either  fire,  if  the  other  had  not 
existed,  would  have  reached  the  property  and  caused  its  destruc- 
tion at  the  same  time.    Held: 

(1)  That  the  rule  of  liability  in  cas^  of  joint  wrongdoers  does 
not  apply. 

(2)  That  the  independent  fire  from  the  northwest  became  a  su- 
perseding cause,  so  that  the  destruction  of  the  property  could  not, 
with  reasonable  certainty,  be  attributed  in  whole  or  in  part  to  the 
fire  having  a  responsible  origin;  that  the  chain  of  responsible 
causation  was  so  broken  by  the  fire  from  the  northwest  that  the 
negligent  fire,  if  it  reached  the  property  at  all,  was  a  remote  and 
not  the  proximate  cause  of  the  loss. 

2.  After  the  fire  swept  everything  of  a  combustible  character  clean, 
on  both  sides  of  defendant's  right  of  way,  plaintiffs'  horses,  that 
were  running  at  large,  went  upon  the  railway  track  and  were 
killed  by  a  passing  train  without  negligence  on  the  part  of  the 
train  men.  The  right  of  way  had  never  been  fenced  as  required 
by  law.    Held: 

(1)  That  the  rule  of  absolute  liability,  under  the  statute  requir- 
ing railway  companies  to  fence  their  tracks,  applies  only  where 
the  loss  is  produced,  in  whole  or  in  part,  by  reason  of  the  failure 
to  fence. 

(2)  That  in  the  circumstances  stated  the  chain  of  causation 
reaching  from  the  failure  to  fence  was  broken  by  the  fire  that 
would  unquestionably  have  destroyed  the  fence  if  it  had  existed, 
so  that  the  failure  to  fence  cannot  be  said  to  have  contributed  to 
the  entry  of  the  horses  upon  the  railway  track. 

The  rules  require  the  printing  of  a  case  by  the  appellant,  and  one 
brief  on  each  side,  on  appeal  to  this  court;  they  also  permit  a 
reply  on  each  side.    Costs  as  of  right,  for  printing,  are  limited  to 
such  as  is  reasonably  necessary  or  permitted  under  the  rulea 
[Syllabus  by  MiLRSHALL,  J.] 

Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  for  Mari- 
nette county :  S.  D.  Uastings,  Jr.,  Circuit  Judge.    Beversed. 
The  complaint  sets  forth  four  causes  of  action  at  law: 
(1)  For  compensation  for  the  destruction  by  a  fire  on  the 
20th  day  of  May,  1893,  of  a  lumber  camp,  several  buildings, 
the  camp  equipage  for  a  large  number  of  men,  some  lum- 
ber, and  a  quantity  of  posts,  poles,  ties,  slabs,  and  other 
Vol.  98  — 40 
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personal  property  at  Corliss,  Wis.,  of  the  alleged  value  of 
§58,820.79,  upon  the  ground  that  a  fire  was  started  at  a 
point  on  defendant's  right  of  way  about  a  mile  and  a  quar- 
ter southwest  of  such  property  *by  the  escape  of  cinders 
from  one  of  defendant's  engines  to  dry,  combustible  mate- 
rial negligently  left  on  its  right  of  way,  which  fire  spread 
to  such  property  and  did  the  mischief  complained  of. 

(2)  To  recover  for  the  loss  of  two  horses  of  the  value  of 
$500,  killed  May  20,  1893,  by  one  of  defendant's  engines  on 
its  right  of  way,  where  such  horses  strayed  because  defend- 
ant failed  to  fence  such  right  of  way  as  required  by  law. 

(3)  To  recover  compensation  for  the  loss  of  one  horse  of 
the  alleged  value  of  $225,  killed  by  one  of  defendant's  en- 
gines on  its  right  of  way,  on  the  13th  day  of  March,  1892, 
where  it  strayed  because  defendant  failed  to  fence  such  right 
of  way  as  required  by  law. 

(4)  To  recover  compensation  for  the  loss  of  a  cow  of  the 
alleged  value  of  $50,  killed  the  27th  day  of  August,  1892, 
by  one  of  defendant's  engines  on  its  right  of  waj",  where  it 
stra^^ed  because  defendant  failed  to  fence  such  right  of  way 
as  required  by  law. 

The  judgment  prayed  for  was  $60,825,  with  costs. 

The  answer  put  in  issue  the  origin  of  the  fire  alleged  to 
have  destroyed  the  property  mentioned  in  the  first  cause  of 
action,  the  value  of  such  property,  and  also  all  other  dis- 
puted matters  covered  by  the  verdict,  hereafter  mentioned. 
On  the  trial  facts  were  admitted  entitling  plaintiff  to  recover 
on  the  third  and  fourth  causes  of  action,  and  there  was  no 
controversy  upon  the  evidence  but  that  the  horses  men- 
tioned in  the  second  cause  of  action  were  killed  by  one  of 
defendant's  engines  as  alleged,  and  that  defendant  failed  to 
comply  with  the  laws  of  this  state  in  respect  to  fencing  its 
right  of  way.  The  circumstances  leading  up  to  the  entry 
of  the  horses  upon  the  right  of  way  were  that,  because  of 
danger  of  the  destruction  of  the  stables  where  the  horses 
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were  located  on  the  20th  day  of  May,  1S93,  they  were  turned 
loose  and  driven  towards  a  place  of  safety  away  from  the 
defendant's  track;  that  later  in  the  day  and  after  the  fire  had 
swept  over  the  country  up  to  the  right  of  way,  the  horses  re- 
turned to  the  vicinity  of  their  stables  and  in  doing  so  went 
upon  the  defendant's  track  and  were  killed  by  a  passing  en- 
gine, which  was  going  very  slowly  on  account  of  existing  con- 
ditions in  regard  to  smoke  and  recent  burning. 

As  to  the  origin  of  the  fire  which  destroyed  the  plaintifif's 
property,  there  was  evidence  tending  to  show  that,  about 
9  o'clock  on  the  morning  of  the  20th  of  May,  1893,  a  fire 
was  started  in  some  way  by  a  passing  engine,  in  combusti- 
ble material  on  the  defendant's  right  of  way  near  Boom  Hill, 
a  mile  and  a  quarter  southwest  of  Corliss,  where  plaintiffs' 
property  was  located ;  that  the  wind  at  that  time  was  blow- 
ing from  the  south  and  southwest;  that  the  fire  spread  for  a 
time  in  a  northerly  and  northeasterly  direction,  carried  by 
the  >vind  blowing  from  the  south  and  southwest;  that  to- 
wards noon  the  wind  changed  to  the  west;  that  between  12 
and  1  o'clock  the  wind  changed  so  as  to  blow  from  a  north- 
westerly direction,  and  increased  to  a  gale;  that  at  the  time 
the  fire  was  spreading  north  from  Boom  Hill  as  stated 
there  was  a  fire  some  distance  northwest  of  plaintiffs'  prop- 
erty, which,  as  the  wind  changed  to  the  west  and  north- 
west and  increased  to  a  gale,  was  carried  southeasterly  and 
easterly  to  the  vicinity  of  such  property,  so  as  to  meet  the 
line  of  fire  from  the  southwest  before  that  reached  said 
property;  thereafter  and  about  1  o'clock,  carried  by  the 
strong  gale  of  wind  aforesaid,  fire  swept  down  from  the  west 
and  northwest,  to  and  into  said  property,  and  caused  the 
destruction  complained  of. 

The  court  instructed  the  jury  in  substance,  among  other 
things,  that  if  they  found  that  the  fire  set  by  the  defend- 
ant's engine  was  attributable  to  its  negligence,  and  was  the 
sole  cause  of  the  destruction  of  plaintiffs'  property,  they 
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were  entitled  to  recover  the  entire  damage  they  thereby 
sustained ;  that  if  the  jury  found  that  the  negligence  of  the 
defendant  contributed  to  produce  the  fire  which  caused  the 
damage,  and  that  there  were  other  fires  which  also  contrib- 
uted to  the  loss,  and  they  could  figure  out  what  amount  of 
such  damage  resulted  from  the  fire  originated  from  such 
negligence,  they  might  do  so. 

The  jury  rendered  a  special  verdict  in  substance  as  fol- 
lows: 

(1)  The  defendant's  engine  No.  403  set  fire  on  its  right  of 
way  at  a  place  called  Boom  Hill,  on  the  morning  of  May  20, 
1893. 

(2)  The  fire  spread  to  plaintiffs'  cedar  yard  and  camp  at 
Corliss,  and  set  fire  to  the  same. 

(3)  There  was  another  fire  which  came  from  the  north- 
west at  the  same  time  and  was  driven  into  the  plaintiffs' 
yard  and  camps  and  set  fire  to  the  same. 

(4)  The  fire  which  came  from  the  northwest  united  with 
the  fire  set  by  defendant's  engine  before  reaching  the  cedar 
yard. 

(5)  Defendant's  engine  was  properly  constructed  and 
equipped  to  prevent  the  escape  of  sparks  and  cinders,  and  it 
was  in  good  condition  and  properly  managed. 

(0)  Defendant  was  guilty  of  negligence  on  account  of  the 
condition  of  its  right  of  way  where  the  fire  started,  which 
caused,  or  contributed  to,  the  starting  of  the  fire. 

(7)  There  was  a  want  of  ordinary  care  on  the  part  of  the 
defendant,  which  caused  the  fire  to  start  on  its  right  of  way. 

(8)  Such  want  of  ordinary  care  consisted  in  not  keeping 
the  right  of  way  reasonably  clear  of  combustible  material 

(9)  PlaintiflFs'  damage,  caused  by  the  fire  started  by  de- 
fendant's negligence,  we  assess  at  fifty  per  cent,  of  their 
claim,  less  the  insurance,  amounting  to  $26,182.93. 

Defendant's  counsel  made  several  motions  to  correct  the 
verdict  a,nd  for  judgment  thereon;  also  a  motion  forjudg- 
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ment  on  the  verdict  and  the  evidence,  dismissing  the  com- 
plaint as  to  the  first  cause  of  action,  also  as  to  the  second 
cause  of  action;  also  a  motion,  in  effect,  for  such  judgment 
in  its  favor  as  the  court  might  decide  it  was  entitled  to  on 
the  verdict;  also  for  an  order  setting  aside  the  verdict  as 
contrary  to  the  evidence  and  for  other  reasons,  and  granting 
a  new  trial.  All  of  such  motions  were  denied  and  due  ex- 
ceptions to  the  denials  taken.  Plaintiffs'  counsel  moved  on 
the  verdict  for  such  judgment  as  the  court  might  decide  they 
were  entitled  to.  On  such  motion  the  court  construed  the 
verdict  of  the  jury  as  apportioning  the  fire  loss  equally  be- 
tween the  fire  originated  by  the  defendant  and  the  fire  that 
came  from  the  northwest,  w^hich  was  of  unknown  origin,  upon 
the  theory  that,  as  the  fires  united  and  entered  the  yard  to- 
gether, only  half  of  the  loss  was  attributable  to  the  negli- 
gence of  the  defendant.  As  a  matter  of  law  the  court  held 
that  as  defendant's  negligence  in  starting  the  Boom  Hill  fire 
contributed  to  produce  the  loss,  it  was  responsible  for  the 
entire  damage,  measured  by  the  reasonable  value  of  the  prop- 
erty destroyed,  and  legal  interest  thereon  from  the  date  of 
the  fire.  Thereupon  judgment  was  ordered  for  the  entire 
value  of  the  property  destroyed,  less  the  insurance  received, 
such  value  on  the  verdict,  under  the  charge,  being  computed 
by  the  court  at  $55,805.87,  and  the  insurance  $1,750.  Judg- 
ment was  also  ordered  for  the  value  of  the  two  horses  men- 
tioned in  the  second. cause  of  action  as  found  by  the  jury, 
with  interest  from  the  time  they  were  killed,  and  for  the 
undisputed  value  of  the  horse  and  cow  mentioned  in  the 
third  and  fourth  causes  of  action,  with  interest  from  the  time 
they  were  killed,  amounting  in  all  to  the  sum  of  $59,584.30. 
Due  exception  was  taken  to  the  order.  Judgment  was  en- 
tered in  accordance  with  such  order,  from  which  this  appeal 
was  taken. 

For  the  appellant  there  were  briefs  by  Alfred  TL  JBrirjht^ 
attornej'',  and  Greene,  Vrornan  c&  Fairchild,  of  counsel,  a 
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brief  signed  by  H.  0,  FaircMld^  and  a  brief  by  Geo.  G. 
Greene;  and  the  cause  was  argued  orally  by  Mr.  Bright  and 
Mr.  Fairchild,  They  argued,  among  other  things,  that  while 
each  of  several  concurring  wrongs,  in  legal  effect,  may  be^ 
come  identified  with  every  other  so  that  all  are  considered 
one  wrong  because  all  are  wrong,  and  so  that  the  result  is, 
in  the  law,  considered  due  to  one  tortious  cause  although  it 
is  composed  of  several  tortious  acts,  it  is  absurd  to  apply  the 
same  rule  or  the  same  reason  to  the  concurrence  of  a  wrong- 
ful act  with  innocent  causes,  ranging  from  the  sudden  illness 
or  fright  of  a  horse  to  the  irresistible  forces  of  nature,  or  to 
the  act  of  God.  The  true  doctrine  in  such  cases  is  that  mere 
contribution  is  not  the  foundation  for  the  legal  action;  but 
the  negligence  of  the  defendant  must  be  present  as  a  neces- 
sary condition  of  the  loss  or  injury.  It  must  be  that  cause 
without  which  the  injury  would  not  have  resulted,  Hook^eti 
V,  Amoskeag  Mfg,  Co,  44  N.  H.  105 ;  Lord  Bailiffs  v.  Trinity 
House  Corp.  K  E.  5  Exch.  205;  7  id.  247;  2  Thomp.  Neg. 
1063;  Salishury  v.  Ilerschenroder^  lOG  Mass.  458;  Dickinmn 
V.  Bogle,  17  Pick.  78;  Woodward  v.  Ahom,  35  Me.  271;  Pitts. 
hurgh  v.  Grier,  22  Pa.  St.  54;  Scott  v.  Hunter^  46  id,  193. 
Whenever  an  act  due  to  niegligence  concurs  with  other  causes 
which  are  innocent  or  not  due  to  negligence,  and  a  loss  or 
an  injury  results,  the  defendant  may  be  held  liable  notwith- 
standing the  concurrence  of  such  other  causes,  provided  the 
facts  would  warrant  a  jury  in  finding  that  the  loss  or  injury 
would  not  have  resulted  but  for  the  negligent  act  of  the  de- 
fendant. 4  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  41 ;  16  id.  441 ;  Dreher 
V.  Flt^Murg,  22  Wis.  675;  Moufe  v.  Fulton,  29  id.  296;  Bing 
V.  Cohoes,  77  N.  Y.  83,  and  cases  cited ;  Ayres  v.  Hammonds- 
port,  130  id.  665;  Gage  v.  P.,  0.  &  If.  R.  Co.  105  Mich. 
335;  Ouverson  v.  Graf  ton,  5  N.  Dak.  281;  Campbell  v.  Still- 
water, 32  Minn.  308;  Baltimore  cfe  O.  B.  Co.  v.  Sulphur 
Springs  Independent  ScL  Dist.  96  Pa.  St.  65,  2  Am.  &  Eng. 
11.  Cas.  166;  Perley  v.  Eastern  R.  Co.  98  Mass.  414;  Ilfrey 
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t\  S.  &  E.  T.  R.  Co.  76  Tex.  63;  Oliver  v.  La  Valle,  36  Wis. 
592;  Stacy  v.  Knicke7'loeker  Ice  Co.  84  id.  614;  Postal  TeL 
Co.  V.  Zoj)f,  93  Tenn.  369;  Board  of  CoinmWs  of  Parke  Co. 
V.  Sappenfield^  6  Ind.  App.  577;  Union  St.  P.  Co.  v.  Stone^ 
54  Kan.  83;  Sowles  v.  Ifoore,  65  Yt.  322;  Jolietv.  Verley,  35 
III.  58;  Palmer  v.  Andover^  2  Cush.  600;  Bloomingion  v. 
Bay,  42  111.  503,  510;  Lacon  v.  Page,  48  id.  499;  Carterville 
V.  Cook,  129  id.  152,  155;  Briz/ys  v.  Minneapolis  St.  P.  Co. 
52  Minn.  36;  Taylor  v.  Yonkers,  105  K  Y.  202;  Kaveny  v. 
Troy,  108  id.  571.  It  is  not  clear  that  the  jury  has  not  found 
that  the  destruction  of  plaintiffs'  property  would  not  have 
occurred  but  for  the  fire  on  the  Boom  Hill,  but  also  that  the 
evidence  is  conclusive  the  other  way.  There  was  a  superior, 
predominating  cause  Avhich  was  innocent,  by  which  the  de- 
struction was  then  and  there  inevitable  without  regard  to 
the  passing  engine  or  the  condition  of  the  right  of  way,  and 
this  was  the  proximate  cause  and  the  defendant  was  not 
liable.  Lisurance  Co.  v.  Trannp.  Co.  12  "Wall.  197;  Shearm. 
&  Redf.  Neg.  (4th  ed.),  §  39;  and  the  cases  cited  above. 

For  the  respondents  there  was  a  brief  by  Webster  &  Clas- 
son,  and  oral  argument  by  TT.  H.  Wehster.  They  contended, 
iiiter  alia  J  that  having  found  an  efficient  producing  cause 
for  the  destruction  of  the  yard,  set  in  motion  by  the  defend- 
ant and  continued  in  unbroken  progress  until  the  injury  was 
accomplished,  it  was  enough  to  charge  the  defendant  with 
liability  for  the  loss.  Milwaukee  <&  St.  P.  P.  Co.  v.  Kellogg, 
94  U.  S.  469,  475;  Kalckhoff  v.  ZoehrUut,^Z^\%.  374;  Hep- 
Ur  V.  State,  58  id.  46;  Murphy  v.  Martin,  id.  276;  Stewart  v. 
Pipon,  38  id.  584;  Chicago  <&  E.  P.  Co.  v.  Luddingion,  10 
Ind.  App.  636;  Chicago  <&  E.  P.  Co.  v.  Bailey  (Ind.  App.), 
46  N.  E.  Eep.  688.  If  the  verdict  establishes  that  the  north- 
west fire  and  the  fire  due  to  defendant's  negligence  joined, 
entered,  and  together  destroyed  the  plaintififs'  yard  and 
camps,  defendant's  liability  is  the  same  as  though  the  fire 
due  to  its  negligence  was  the  sole  cause  of  the  destruction 
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of  the  property,  whether  the  northwest  fire  was  tortious  or 
not,  the  reason  of  the  rule  that  makes  the  tortfeasor,  in  such 
a  case,  liable  as  though  his  wrongful  act  caused  the  entire 
damage 'being  that  the  damage  cannot  be  apportioned  and 
the  innocent  loser  shall  not,  because  he  cannot  apportion 
them,  be  deprived  of  his  remedy  and  the  Avrongdoer  go  free. 
Slater  v,  Mersereau,  64  N.  Y.  138;  Weatjield  G.  <&  M.  Co.  i\ 
Abernafhj/j  8  Ind.  App.  73;  Boston  cfe  A.  li.  Co.  v.  Shanly, 
107  Mass.  568;  ChurchiU  v.  Holt,  131  id.  67,  41  Am.  Rep. 
191 ;  Stone  v.  Dickinson,  5  Allen,  29,  81  Am.  Dec.  727,  7 
Allen,  26;  Ilatthews  v.  i?.,  Z.  cfe  W.  R.  Co.  56  N.  J.  Law,  34, 
22  L.  R  A.  261;  Ellis  v.  Howard,  17  Yt.  330;  South  Bend 
Mfg.  Co.  V.  Liphart,  12  Ind.  App.  185;  Valparaiso  v.  Mojffitt, 
id.  250;  Ka^isas  City,  Ft.  S.  cS;  M.  R.  Co.  v.  Stone r,  10  U.  S. 
App.  209,  51  Fed.  Rep.  649;  The  Atla^,  93  U.  S.  302;  Siur- 
(J is  V.  Boyer,  24  How.  122;  The  Beaeonsfeld,  158  U.  S.  3U3; 
Folsom  V.  Apple  River  L.  D.  Co.  41  Wis.  602 ;  State  ex  rel. 
Reynolds  v.  Bdbcoclc,  42  id.  138;  Washington  cfe  G.  R.  Co.  r. 
Uickey,  166  XJ.  S.  521;  Bishop,  Non-Contract  Law,  §§39, 
518;  16  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law,  440;  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P. 
R.  Co.  V.  Sutton,  27  U.  S.  App.  310,  63  Fed.  Rep.  394;  Sellech 
V.  Lake  Shore  cfe  M.  S.  R.  Co.  93  Mich.  375,  18  L.  R.  A.  154; 
Dreher  v.  Fitchlurg,  22  Wis.  675,  99  Am.  Dec.  91,  and  cases 
cited ;  Jo7ies  v.  United  States,  48  Wis.  385 ;  Arimond  v.  Green 
Bay  cfe  M.  Canal  Co.  35  id.  41.  No  wrongdoer  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  apportion  his  own  wrong;  and  as  a  loss  has  actu- 
ally happened  while  his  own  wrongful  act  was  in  force  and 
operation,  he  ought  not  to  be  permitted  to  set  up  as  a  de- 
fense that  there  was  a  more  immediate  cause  of  the  loss. 
To  entitle  such  party  to  exemption,  he  must  show,  not  only 
that  the  same  loss  might  have  happened,  but  that  it  must 
have  happened  if  the  act  complained  of  had  not  been  done. 
Sdleck  V.  lake  Shore  cfe  M.  S.  R.  Co.  93  Mich.  375,  18  L.  R. 
A.  154;  Cooley,  Torts,  76,  and  note  on  p.  78;  Davia  r.  Gar- 
rett,  6  Bing.  716;  Baltimore  cfe  P.  R,  Co.  v.  Reaney,  42  Md. 
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117;  JBeauchamp  v.  Saghiaw  Mhiing  Co.  50  Micb.  172.  The 
proposition  that  the  plaintiffs,  injured  bj^  the  two  concur- 
ring fires,  cannot  have  a  recovery  against  the  tortious  au- 
thor of  one  of  them,  where  he  fails  to  show  that  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  property  by  the  independent  cause  found  by  the 
jury,  the  northwest  fire,  Avas  not,  or  where  the  defendant 
shows  it  was,  inevitable  if  the  fire  had  never  been  started 
on  the  right  of  way  at  all,  is  clearly  unsound.  Boston  <&  A. 
R.  Co,  V.  Shanly,  107  Mass.  568;  Churchill  v.  Holt,  131  Mass. 
07,  41  Am:  Rep.  191;  Stone  v.  Dickhisony  5  Allen,  29,  81 
Am.  Dec.  727,  7  Allen,  26;  Ellis  v.  Howard^  17  Vt.  330; 
Westjield  G,  cfe  Jf.  Co,  v,  Abernathy^  8  Ind.  App.  73;  Slater 
V.  Mersereauy  64  N.  T.  138.  Defendant's  contention  is  di- 
rectly opposed  by  the  doctrine  that  determines  the  liability 
of  joint  tortfeasors,  acting  independently.  McChllan  v,  St. 
P.,  M.  c6  M.  R.  Co.  58  Minn.  104;  Grand  Trunk  R.  Co.  v. 
Cummings,  106  U.  S.  700;  Stetler  v.  C  <&  N.  W.  R.  Co.  46 
Wis.  497, 49  id.  609;  Haley  v.  Jump  River  Lumler  Co.  81  id. 
412;  Atkinson  V.  Goodrich  Transp.  Co.  60  id.  141,  50  Am. 
Rep.  352;  Folsom  v.  Apple  River  L.  D.  Co.  41  Wis.  602;  and 
State  ex  rel.  Reynolds  v.  Babcock^  42  id.  138.  Neither  the 
main  track  or  spur  track  at  Corliss  ever  having  been  fenced, 
the  liability  of  defendant  for  killing  the  horses  May  20, 1893, 
was  absolute.  .S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats,  sec.  1810;  Quackenhush 
V.  W.  cfe  M.  R.  Co.  62  Wis.  411,  71  id.  473;  St.  Louis  cj6  S.  F. 
R.  Co.  V.  Mathews,  165  U.  S.  1. 

Marshall,  J.  The  foregoing  brief  statement  is  believed 
to  present  clearly  the  only  questions  necessary  to  be  con- 
sidered in  determining  this  appeal.  Numerous  questions 
were  suggested  and  errors  assigned  and  cxhaustivel}'  and 
ably  discussed  in  the  numerous  briefs  of  eminent  counsel 
who  represent  the  parties  in  this  court,  most  of  which  ques- 
tions and  alleged  errors,  in  what  is  deemed  to  be  an  orderly 
consideration  of  the  cause,  are  not  necessarily  reached  in 
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arriving  at  a  final  conclusion  as  to  the  rights  of  the  parties. 
That  will  appear  from  what  follows,  and  is  the  reason  why 
such  questions  have  not  been  considered  or  decided.  Xo 
further  proceedings  in  this  case  will  involve  thera,  and  they 
are  not  of  such  a  character  that  a  decision  of  thera  would 
be  important  to  trial  courts  in  the  future.  This  is  said  as 
to  the  greater  part  of  the  field  covered  by  the  case  and 
briefs  of  counsel,  not  by  way  of  criticism,  for  it  is  reason- 
able and  commendable  that,  at  least  where  so  large  a  sum 
of  money  as  the  judgment  here  calls  for  is  involved,  all  ques- 
tions deemed  by  counsel  in  any  way  liable  to  affect  the  final 
result  in  any  view  of  the  case  be  suggested  to  the  court; 
yet,  where  no  trial  follows  the  result  here,  the  questions 
necessary  to  a  determination  of  the  appeal  are  all  that  it  is 
profitable  to  discuss,  unless  others  are  of  special  importance 
as  future  guides. 

The  controlling  question  on  the  record,  as  we  view  it,  is, 
What  was  the  proper  judgment  on  the  first  cause  of  action 
according  to  the  undisputed  facts  and  the  facts  found  by 
the  jury?  The  respondents  stand  on  the  findings  of  the 
jury  as  verities,  and  must  prevail,  if  at  all,  on  the  case  as 
thus  determined.  On  the  various  motions  made  by  the 
parties  the  court  was  called  upon,  if  the  verdict  stood  the 
test  of  the  motion  to  set  it  aside  as  contrary  to  the  evidence 
and  for  other  reasons,  to  order  judgment  for  appellant  or 
respondents,  according  to  the  determination  reached  on  the 
questions  of  law  which  they  presented.  Such  questions 
were  determined  in  respondents'  favor.  The  principles  they 
involved  will  clearly  appear  to  be  of  far-reaching  impor- 
tance by  a  brief  reference  to  the  facts. 

The  jury  found  that  the  southwest  fire,  alleged  to  have 
been  caused  by  defendant's  negligence,  and  to  have  origi- 
nated about  one  mile  and  a  quarter  southwest  of  the  property 
destroyed,  did  not  reach  such  property  so  as  to  affect  it  as 
an  independent  agency;-  that  another  fire  came  from  the 
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northwest,  and  so  united  with  the  other  that  the  identity  of 
both  as  independent  agencies  was  lost  before  any  fire  reached 
such  property;  that  when  the  northwest  fire  reached  the 
line  of  the  southwest  fire,  so  there  was  in  fact  but  one  fire, 
it  swept  on  into  the  yard,  and  set  plaintiffs'  property  on  fire 
and  destroyed  it.  While  the  jury  found  that  both  fires 
caused  the  burning,  as  they  said  that  but  one  fire  entered 
the  yard  and  that  swept  into  it  from  the  northwest,  the  di- 
rection from  which  the  independent  fire  of  unknown  origin 
came,  it  is  hard  to  perceive  how  the  fact  can  be  that  the 
southwest  fire,  as  an  efficient  agent,  ever  reached  the  scene 
of  the  destruction.  But,  looking  at  the  verdict  in  the  most 
favorable  view  for  the  respondents,  and  giving  it  the  most 
favorable  construction  it  will  reasonably  bear,  it  is  to  the 
eflfect  that  the  damage  was  done  solely  by  one  fire;  that  such 
fire  was  made  up  of  two  independent  fires  which  united  be- 
fore the  property  was  reached,  one  for  which  defendant  was 
responsible,  and  the  other  having  no  known  responsible 
origin,  so  that  if  the  responsible  agent  had  not  existed  at  all 
the  loss  would  have  been  the  same  in  all  respects,  as  to  time, 
manner,  and  extent.  -  We  are  strongly  persuaded  from  the 
evidence  that  the  finding  of  the  jury  that  the  southwest  fire, 
as  an  eiBBcient  agent,  reached  the  plaintiflFs'  property,  either 
by  union  with  the  northwest  fire  or  otherwise,  is  contrary 
to  undisputed  facts  and  all  reasonable  probabilities;  but  that 
is  one  of  the  questions  not  necessary  to  decide,  if,  taking  the 
verdict  as  it  stands,  defendant  is  not  liable. 

That  we  correctly  construe  the  verdict  of  the  jury  cannot 
be  reasonably  questioned.  The  trial  judge,  in  a  very  elab- 
orate opinion,  delivered  in  disposing  of  the  motions  for  judg- 
ment, gave  it  the  same  construction.  He  said:  "Each  fire 
reached  the  yard  only  as  part  of  one  common  fire,  and  either 
in  the  absence  of  the  other  would  have  reached  and  fired 
the  yard  the  same  as  the  joint  fire  did.  In  that  sense  both 
reached  the  yard  at  the  same  time,  although  they  united 
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some  distance  away  from  it.  Under  the  law  governing  the 
case  it  is  immaterial  how  far  away  they  united."  And  again : 
"  We  reach  the  conclusion  that  neither  was  the  proximate 
cause  of  the  injury,  because  the  event  would  have  occurred 
without  either  cause, —  the  other  cause  existed, —  each  was 
concededly  a  cause  sufficient  to  produce  the  injury.  The 
injury  was  produced  by  the  concurrent  action  of  both,  but 
neither  was  the  proximate  cause,  because  the  other,  without 
it,  would  have  produced  the  same  result."  The  logic  of 
the  learned  circuit  judge,  as  to  the  proximate  cause,  would 
hardly  bear  the  test  of  careful  analysis.  It  may  be,  to  take 
his  language  literally  would  not  convey  the  real  meaning 
intended.  Where  two  causes  concur  in  producing  a  certain 
result,  either  of  which  would  produce  the  same  result  regard- 
less of  the  other,  it  is  not  an  accurate  statement  of  the  situ- 
ation to  say  that  neither  is  the  proxiriiate  cause  of  such  re- 
sult, using  the  term  as  we  apprehend  the  learned  judge  did, 
as  descriptive  of  the  antecedent  or  producing  cause,  and  not 
in  the  strict  legal  sense  of  a  cause  referable  to  human  agency 
on  a  line  of  responsible  causation.  In  the  mere  physical 
sense  of  producing  antecedent,  it  is  more  proper  to  say  that, 
in  the  circumstances  suggested,  neither  fire  was  the  sole 
proximate  cause  of  the  loss. 

From  what  has  preceded  it  is  apparent  that  the  legal  ques- 
tion presented  to  the  trial  court  and  decided  in  plaintiffs' 
favor,  in  granting  their  motion  for  judgment  and  denying 
that  of  the  defendant,  is  the  following:  Where  two  inde- 
pendent efficient  causes  unite  and  produce  an  injury  to  an- 
other, one  of  which  is  traceable  to  a  responsible  person  whose 
negligence  set  it  in  motion  under  such  circumstances  that 
he  is  chargeable  with  knowledge  that  it  might  cause  an  in- 
jury to  another  as  a  natural  and  probable  result  of  his  con- 
duct, and  the  other  cause  is  not  traceable  to  any  known 
responsible  agent,  each  of  which  causes,  however,  without 
the  concurrence  of  the  other  would  produce  the  same  injur}*, 


Wis.]  JANUARY  TERM,  1898.  G37 

Cook  and  another  vs.  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie  R.  Ca 

that  is,  so  that  the  injury  would  happen  at  the  same  time 
and  to  the  same  extent  regardless  of  the  responsible  agency, 
does  a  cause  of  action  against  suph  agency  accrue  to  the  in- 
jured person  for  his  loss?  It  is  believed  that  the  solution  of 
that  question  is  governed  by  principles  as  old  as  the  common 
law, —  principles  so  long  and  firmly  established,  and  uni- 
versally recognized  by  all  text  writers  and  courts,  that  were 
it  not  for  the  learned  discussion  of  the  subject  by  the  trial 
court,  leading  up  to  the  conclusion  which  eventuated  in  the 
judgment  appealed  from,  and  the  later  learned  discussion  by 
counsel  in  this  court  to  support  the  conclusion  thus  reached, 
the  decision  here  would  be  supported  by  a  mere  statement 
of  the  law  without  extended  discussion  or  citation  of  author- 
ities; but  such  circumstances  seem  to  furnish  excuse,  at  least, 
for  a  somewhat  diflferent  course. 

It  seems  to  have  been  conceded  on  the  trial  below,  at  one 
stage  of  the  proceedings,  that  unless  the  alleged  negligent 
fire  was  the  sole  cause  of  the  loss  complained  of,  there  could 
be  no  recovery  therefor.  Later,  in  the  submission  of  the 
case  to  the  jury,  it  appears  to  have  been  uncertain  in  the 
judicial  mind,  whether,  if  the  defendant  was  liable  at  all, 
the  liability  extended  to  the  entire  loss,  or  only  to  a  portion 
of  it,  on  the  theory  that  there  might  be  an  apportionment 
of  the  loss  between  the  concurring  causes.  But  it  was 
finally  determined  that  the  person  charged,  known  to  havo 
negligently  originated  one  of  the  causes,  was,  as  a  matter  of 
law,  liable  for  the  entire  loss,  though  it  would  have  hap- 
pened just  the  same  from  the  other  efficient  cause  of  un- 
known origin.  To  support  that  theory  numerous  cases  are 
cited  to  the  effect  that  when  two  or  more  concurring  causes 
produce  a  loss,  each  having  a  responsible  source,  there  is  a 
joint  and  several  liability  for  the  entire  loss.  That  is  a  doc- 
trine too  familiar  to  require  more  than  to  be  stated.  When 
the  facts  are  such  as  to  invoke  its  application,  it  extends  to 
where  each  of  the  concurring  causes  contributes  to  produce 
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the  result  and  is  necessary  to  it,  and  where  each  is  suflScient 
of  itself  to  produce  the  result  and  would,  in  the  given  case, 
have  that  effect  regardless  of  the  other,  and  whether  the 
concurrence  of  the  causes  be  intentional  or  accidental. 

In  Haley  v.  Jump  River  Lumher  Co,  81  Wis.  412,  a  per- 
son, on  one  theory  of  the  case,  was  injured  by  negligence  of 
a  co-eraployee  in  loading  a  car,  concurring  with  negligence 
of  the  defendant  in  leaving  an  obstruction  in  dansferous 
proximity  to  the  track.  Under  such  circumstances  the  court 
said  that  each  was  liable  for  the  injury.  In  the  same  line 
is  Atkinson  v.  Goodrich  Tranap.  Co,  60  Wis.  141,  where  neg- 
ligence of  a  mill  owner  in  allowing  shavings  and  sawdust  to 
accumulate  between  his  mill  and  a  dock,  concurred  with 
negligence  of  the  defendant  in  allowing  sparks  to  be  emitted 
from  the  smokestack  of  its  boat,  whereby  a  fire  was  set 
which  spread  to  plaintiff's  property  and  destroyed  it.  The 
court  held  the  defendant  liable,  and  Mr.  Justice  Taylor, 
who  wrote  the  opinion,  cited  in  support  of  it,  among  numer- 
ous authorities,  the  elementary  rule  laid  down  in  Wharton 
on  Negligence  at  §  144,  in  substance  as  follows:  The  fact 
that  one  responsible  person  contributes,  either  before  the 
interposition  of  another  or  concurrently  with  such  interposi- 
tion, in  producing  the  damage,  is  no  defense  as  to  either.  If 
A.  negligently  leaves  certain  articles  in  a  particular  place, 
and  B.  negligently  meddles  with  them,  supposing  B.'s  negli- 
gence to  be  made  out  and  he  is  a  responsible  party  under 
the  limitation  expressed,  he  cannot  set  up  A.'s  prior  negli- 
gence as  a  defense.  Another  example  is  Johnson  v.  N.  IF. 
Tel,  Exch.  Co,  48  Minn.  433,  where  a  Aveak  telephone  pole 
was  negligently  left  in  place  by  the  company.  For  a  limited 
time  an  adjoining  lot-owner  allowed  the  company  to  rein- 
force the  ability  of  the  pole  to  stand  by  guying  it  to  his 
building  with  a  wire.  After  a  reasonable  time  had  elapsed 
in  which  to  replace  the  defective  pole  with  a  suitable  one, 
the  property  owner  cut  the  guy  wire  and  the  result  was 
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that  the  pole  fell  and  injured  the  plaintiflF.  On  one  theory 
of  the  ease  the  property  owner  and  the  telephone  company 
were  both  negligent,  and  without  the  concurring  negligence 
the  injury  would  not  have  happened.  Under  these  circum- 
stances the  court  said  that  each  was  liable  for  the  whole  loss. 

On  another  branch  of  the  rule  mentioned,  as  an  example 
of  numerous  authorities  that  might  be  cited,  is  Gould  v, 
Schermer,  101  Iowa,  582,  where,  on  one  theory  of  the  case,, 
defendant's  neglfgence  concurred  with  some  other  cause,  not 
attributable  to  any  responsible  human  agency,  to  produce 
the  injury,  and  the  court  said,  in  effect,  that  the  defendant's 
wrong,  concurring  with  the  other  cause,  and  both  operating 
proximately  at  the  same  time  in  producing  the  injur}'',  makes 
the  wrongdoer  liable  therefor.  That  was  on  the  theory  that 
the  accident  would  not  have  occurred  but  for  the  negligent 
act. 

On  another  branch  of  the  rule  stated  may  be  cited  Slater 
V.  Mersereau^  64  N.  Y.  138,  where  there  were  two  efficient 
proximate  causes,  each  traceable  to  the  negligence  of  a  re- 
sponsible party,  either  of  which  would  have  caused  the  entire 
injury  regardless  of  the  existence  of  the  other,  and  the  court, 
by  MiLLEB,  J.,  said  in  substance:  It  is  no  defense  for  a  per- 
son against  whom  negligence  which  causes  damage  is  estab- 
lished, to  prove  that  without  fault  on  his  part  the  same 
damage  would  have  resulted  from  the  negligent  act  of  the 
other,  but  each  is  responsible  for  the  entire  damage. 

Further  citation  of  authority  along  this  line  is  doomed  un- 
necessary. It  will  be  easily  observed  that  they  refer,  first, 
to  cases  where  there  was  a  concurrence  of  responsible  humau 
agencies,  both  of  which  were  essential  to  the  result;  second, 
to  cases  where  there  was  a  concurrence  of  responsible  human 
agencies,  either  of  which  would  have  efiFected  the  result  re- 
gardless of  the  other;  third,  to  cases  where  there  was  a  con- 
currence of  a  responsible  human  agency  and  some  other 
cause,  and  the  former  was  an  efficient  contributing  cause 
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and  essential  to  the  result.  All  of  the  numerous  cases  cited 
by  respondents'  counsel,  and  those  cited  by  the  learned  cir- 
cuit judge,  fall  within  one  or  the  other  of  the  situations 
mentioned,  as,  for  example,  McClellan  v,  St.  P.,  M.  d&  M. 
a.  Co.  58  Minn.  104,  much  relied  on  to  support  the  judg- 
ment, where  the  recovery  was  solely^  on  the  ground  that, 
though  there  was  proof  of  two  fires,  the  finding  of  the  jury 
Avas  that  the  fire  negligently  originated  by  defendant  was 
the  one  that  reached  the  plaintiffs'  property  and  the  solo 
cause  of  its  destruction.  In  discussing  an  assignment  of  error 
on  the  charge  given  by  the  triid  court,  the  judge  who  deliv* 
ered  the  opinion  said :  "  If  two  fires  have  been  set,  the  origin 
of  one  or  both  of  which  can  be  traced  to  the  negligence  of 
a  party  or  parties,  either  or  both  of  the  parties  can  be  held  re- 
sponsible for  the  resulting  damages,  in  case  the  fires  mingle."' 
That  language  was  wholly  unnecessary  to  a  decision  of  the 
case,  as  no  such  situation  was  presented,  and,  unless  read  in 
the  light  of  well-understood  legal  principles  and  the  circum- 
stances which  were  evidently  in  the  judicial  mind,  it  would 
be  very  liable  to  mislead.  In  the  view  that  the  judge  was 
speaking  of  the  existence  and  concurrence  of  two  fires,  both 
attributable  to  the  negligence  of  responsible  agencies,  so  as 
to  bring  the  case  within  the  rule  of  joint  wrongdoers,  the 
language  ceases  to  have  any  significance  in  support  of  the 
theory  upon  which  this  judgment  was  rendered  and  must 
stand,  if  at  all.  That  the  rule  of  joint  tortfeasors  was  what 
the  court  referred  to,  is  plain  from  what  was  subsequently 
said  by  way  of  illustration,  to  the  effect  that,  where  the  in- 
jury is  the  result  of  two  concurrent  causes,  one  party  is  not 
exempt  from  full  liability  although  another  is  eqiutUy  culpable. 
To  say  that  the  learned  court  intended  to  extend  that  rale 
to  cases  where  the  act  of  the  wrongdoer  concurs  wnth  some 
unknown  cause  not  attributable  to  any  responsible  human 
agency,  and  causes  damage,  thereb}'^  rendering  the  legal  con- 
sequences to  the  wrongdoer  the  same  as  in  the  case  of  joint 
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wrongdoers,  whether  his  act  was  essential  to  the  result  or 
not,  would  be  a  conclusion  not  warranted  by  a  careful  read- 
ing of  the  whole  opinion,  and  inconsistent  with  the  settled 
rule  of  law  on  the  subject,  recognized  by  that  court  and  all 
others,  as  we  shall  see  later. 

What  has  been  said  above  applies  to  Grand  Trunk  JR.  Co. 
V.  Cummrnffs,  106  U.  S.  700;  Stone  v.  Dickinson^  5  Allen,  29; 
S.  a  7  Allen,  26;  Stetler  v.  C.  <&  N.  W.  R.  Co.  46  Wis.  497; 
and  the  numerous  other  cases  cited  by  respondents.  All 
are  cases  of  joint  tortfeasors,  or  cases  where  the  injury 
would  not  have  happened  but  for  the  negligence  complained 
of.  They  do  not  touch  the  real  question  we  are  called  upon 
to  decide.  What  is  the  situation  of  the  wrongdoer  where 
the  injury  would  have  taken  place,  necessarily,  from  another 
cause,  at  the  same  time  and  to  the  same  extent,  regardless 
of  his  conduct?  That  is  the  question  presented.  The  dis- 
cussion thus  far  has  proceeded  on  a  line  merely  to  clearly 
bring  out  and  recognize  the  well-known  principles  of  law  for 
which  respondents  contend  and  which  ruled  the  trial  court, 
and  show  their  inapplicability  to  the  facts  found  by  the  jury. 

The  law  of  negligence  is  laid  on  reasonable  lines  the  same 
as  any  other  branch  of  jurisprudence.*  The  theory  upon 
which  compensation  goes  to  an  injured  person  from  another 
whose  negligence  proximately  caused  the  injury,  is  not  that 
of  punishment  for  the  wrong,  but  that,  in  justice  to  such  per- 
son, compensation  is  due  for  the  damages  caused  to  him  by 
such  negligence,  so  far  as  the  same  can  be  reasonably  ascer- 
tained. Where  the  wrong  of  one  person  concurs  with  that 
of  another  under  such  circumstances  that  the  injury  would 
not  result  without  the  concurrence,  it  is  reasonable  to  hold 
each  liable  for  the  entire  loss,  because  the  same  would  not 
have  occurred  if  the  negligence  of  either  were  absent.  Not- 
withstanding the  concurrence  of  the  two  causes,  each,  in  a 
sense,  under  such  circumstances,  is  the  proximate  cause  of 
the  loss,  because  there  is  responsible  human  causation  back 
Vol.  98— 41 
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of  it,  without  which  the  injury  would  not  have  happened. 
Again,  where  two  causes,  each  attributable  to  the  negligence 
of  a  responsible  person,  concur  in  producing  an  injury  to 
another,  either  of  which  causes  would  produce  it  regardless 
of  the  other,  it  is  reasonable  to  say  that  there  is  a  joint  and 
several  liability,  because,  whether  the  concurrence  be  inten- 
tional, actual  or  constructive,  each  w^rongdoer,  in  effect, 
adopts  the  conduct  of  his  co-actor,  and  for  the  further  rea- 
son that  it  is  impossible  to  apportion  the  damage  or  to  say 
that  either  perpetrated  any  distinct  injury  that  can  be  sepa- 
rated from  the  whole.  The  whole  loss  must  necessarily  be 
considered  and  treated  as  an  entirety.  But  where  a  cause 
set  in  motion  by  negligence  reaches  to  the  result  complained 
of  in  a  line  of  responsible  causation,  and  another  cause,  hav- 
ing no  responsible  origin,  reaches  it  at  the  same  time,  so  that 
what  then  takes  place  would  happen  as  the  effect  of  either 
cause,  entirely  regardless  of  the  other,  then  the  consequence 
cannot  be  said,  with  any  degree  of  certainty,  to  relate  to 
negligence  as  its  antecedent;  requisite  intelligent  causation 
necessary  to  legal  liability  is  wanting,  leaving  no  ground,  in 
reason  or  in  law,  for  it  to  rest  upon. 

To  further  illustrate :  If  an  injury  accrues  to  a  person  from 
inability  to  control  his  team,  where  that  is  more  than  mo- 
mentary, concurring  with  a  defect  in  the  highway,  and  the 
injury  would  not  otherwise  happen,  the  mere  concurrence 
of  negligence  of  the  municipality  responsible  for  the  defect 
will  not  render  the  corporation  liable,  because  the  condition 
of  the  team  is  deemed  to  be  the  real  producing  cause.  Jack- 
son V.  Bellevieu,  30  Wis.  250;  Ilonfe  v.  Fulton,  29  Wis.  290; 
SchiUlnger  v,  Verona,  96  Wis.  456;  Loherg  v.  AmJierstj  ST 

Wis.  634;  McFarlane  v.  Sullivan,  99  Wis.  ;  Scannal  %\ 

Cambridge,  163  Mass.  91 ;  Babaon  v.  Bochport,  101  Mass.  93; 
P.almer  v.  Andover,  2  Gush.  600. 

Applying  the  same  doctrine  in  CampbeU  v.  Stillwater,  32 
Minn.  308,  the  court  held  that  where  several  concurring  acts 
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or  conditions  of  things,  one  of  them  a  wrongful  act  or  omis- 
sion of  some  person,  under  such  circumstances  that  such 
person  might  reasonably  have  anticipated  such  an  injury  as 
the  natural  and  probable  result  of  his  act  or  omission,  he  is 
liable,  provided  the  injury  would  not  have  occurred  without 
it.  The  general  rule,  so  recognized  and  applied  by  that 
court,  was  stated  by  the  judge  who  wrote  the  opinion,  thus: 
"  In  case  of  tort,  the  rule  as  to  the  proximate  cailse  is,  that 
where  several  acts  or  conditions  of  things  produce  an  injury, 
if  one  is  the  wrongful  act  or  omission  of  the  defendant  and 
it  would  not  have  occurred  without  his  act^  and  he  might  rea- 
sonably have  anticipated  the  result  as  a  natural  consequence 
of  such  act,  that  is  the  proximate  cause  of  the  result."  That 
is  quite  inconsistent  with  the  construction  of  the  opinion  of 
the  same  court  in  McGMlan  v.  Si.  P.,  M.  <&  M.  B.  Co.  58 
Minn.  104,  confidently  pressed  upon  our  attention,  but  ac- 
cords with  the  construction  which  we  have  given  to  it  and 
which  was  clearly  what  the  court  intended,  though,  as  before 
indicated,  language  was  used  that  might  lead  to  a  different 
conclusion  unless  viewed  in  the  light  of  settled  legal  princi- 
ples. It  may  safely  be  said  that  the  rule  stated  in  CampheU 
V.  Stilhoater^  32  Minn.  308,  applies  in  all  cases  where  negli- 
gence of  a  party  concurs  with  some  other  cause  not  trace- 
able to  a  responsible  source.  16  Am.  &  Eng.  Ency.  of  Law, 
441,  and  notes  j  2  Thomp.  Neg.  1085;  Shearm.  &  Kedf.  If  eg. 
§  33;  Whittaker's  Smith,  Neg.  (2d  Am.  ed.),  44;  Elng  v. 
Cohoes,  77  N".  Y.  83;  Ay  res  v.  Hammondsport,  130  IS".  T. 
665;  Ilfrey  v,  S.  (&  K  T.  li.  Co.  76  Tex.  63;  Union  St.  H. 
Co.  V.  Stone,  54  Kan.  83;  Carterville  v.  Cooh,  129  111.  152. 

The  logical  deduction  from  the  foregoing  is  that  where  an 
injury  accrues  to  a  person,  by  the  concurrence  of  two  causes, 
one  traceable  to  another  person  under  such  circumstances  as 
to  render  him  liable  as  a  wrongdoer,  and  the  other  not  trace- 
able to  any  responsible  origin,  but  of  such  efficient  or  su- 
perior force  that  it  would  produce  the  injury  regardless  of 


644  SUPREME  COURT  OF  WISCONSIN.  [98 

Cook  and  another  v&  Minneapolis,  St  Paul  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie  R  Ca 

the  responsible  cause,  there  is.no  legal  liability.  No  damage 
in  such  circumstances  can  be  traced,  with  reasonable  cer- 
taint}'^,  to  wrongdoing  as  a  producing  cause.  The  one  trace- 
able to  the  wrongdoer  is  superseded  by  the  other  cause  or 
condition,  which  takes  the  place  of  it  and  becomes,  in  a  phys- 
ical sense,  the  proximate  antecedent  of  what  follows. 

From  the  foregoing  the  conclusion  is  easily  reached  that 
the  defendant  in  this  case  is  not  liable  for  the  fire  loss  from 
the  facts  found  by  the  jury.  Its  negligence,  even  if  operat- 
ing up  to  about  the  instant  the  fire  entered  the  plaintiffs' 
property,  was  there  superseded  by  the  independent  north- 
west fire.  Whether  it  can  be  said  that  after  the  two  fires 
became  one  the  element  attributable  to  the  defendant  con- 
tinued, though  its  identity  was  lost  in  the  combination  and 
it  was  superseded  by  the  fire  that  swept  down  upon  the 
property  from  the  northwest,  it  cannot  be  said  that  the  re- 
sult which  followed  would  not  have  occurred  but  for  such 
responsible  element.  On  the  contrary  it  stands  as  a  verity 
in  the  case  that  it  would  have  occurred  just  the  same,  regard- 
less of  the  negligent  fire. 

It  is  proper  to  say  that  the  learned  counsel  for  the  plaint- 
iffs tried  the  case  and  asked  its  submission  to  the  jury  with 
a  very  clear  conception  of  the  legal  principles  governing  it, 
in  perfect  accord  with  the  conclusion  which  we  have  reached. 
They  did  not  seek  or  expect  to  recover  upon  any  other 
theory  than  that  the  destruction  of  plaintiffs'  property  was 
caused  by  the  southwest  fire,  and  that  it  would  not  other- 
wise have  occurred  at  that  time.  One  of  the  counsel  said,  in 
substance,  during  a  colloquy  between  him  and  the  court, 
when  the  questions  for  submission  to  the  jury  were  being 
settled:  We  must  stand  or  fall  on  the  theory  that  the  south- 
west fire  spread  to  plaintiffs'  property  and  destroyed  it,  and 
that  no  fire  came  from  the  northwest  and  reached  the  prop- 
erty ;  that  if  the  whole  loss  can  as  well  be  attributed  to  the 
northwest  fire  as  to  the  southwest  fire,  no  assessment  of 
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damages  can  be  made  against  the  defendant.  The  whole 
difficulty  arose  when,  after  the  verdict  was  rendered,  the  doc- 
trine of  the  liability  of  joint  wrongdoers,  or  of  a  wrongdoer 
when  his  act,  concurring  with  some  other  cause  or  condition 
having  no  responsible  origin,  produces  an  injury  which 
would  not  otherwise  occur,  was  applied  to  the  verdict,  un- 
mindful, apparently,  that  such  verdict  did  not  present  facts 
warranting  such  application,  but  on  the  contrary  presented 
facts  which  brought  the  case  within  a  diflferent  rule  in  the 
law  of  negligence. 

.  There  is  left  the  claim  for  the  two  horses,  killed  on  the 
day  of  the  fire  by  straying  upon  the  right  of  way  and  being 
run  down  by  one  of  defendant's  engines.  It  is  not  claimed 
that  there  was  any  negligence  of  the  employees  in  charge  of 
the  train  that  killed  the  horses.  The  right  of  recovery  is 
based  solely  upon  the  fact  that  defendant  failed  to  perform  • 
its  duty  in  respect  to  fencing  the  right  of  way.  The  statute 
on  the  subject  (sec.  1810,  R.  S.  1878)  requires  railroad  cor- 
porations to  fence  their  tracks,  and  provides  that  until  such 
duty  is  performed,  every  such  corporation,  and  every  rail- 
road corporation  owning  any  such  road,  shall  be  liable  for 
all  damage  done  to  cattle,  horses,  or  other  domestic  animals, 
occasioned  in  any  manner^  in  whole  or  in  pa7%  iy  the  loant 
of  suck  fence.  If  the  horses,  therefore,  entered  upon  the 
right  of  way  because  of  the  failure  of  the  defendant  to  com- 
ply with  the  statute,  then  the  rule  of  absolute  liability  at- 
tached. Quack^nlush  v.  TT.  <&  M,  R,  Co,  62  Wis.  411. 
There  is  no  finding  on  the  question  of  whether  the  entry  of 
the  horses  on  the  right  of  way  is  attributable  in  whole  or 
in  part  to  the  failure  to  fence  it.  It  must  be  conceded  that, 
had  there  been  a  fence,  it  would  necessarily  have  been  de- 
stroyed by  the  fire  that  occurred  two  or  three  hours  before 
the  horses  were  killed.  The  evidence  all  points  that  way. 
They  were  turned  out  of  their  stable  and  left  to  run  at  large 
to  preserve  them  from  the  fire  that  destroyed  substantially 
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everything  of  a  combustible  character  on  both  sides  of  the 
railway  track  in  the  vicinity  of  the  place  where  they  entered 
upon  the  right  of  way. 

The  statute  is  in  derogation  of  the  common  law.  It  is  a 
penal  statute.  The  validity  of  it  rests  ^vhoUy  upon  the  po- 
lice powers  of  the  government,  and  it  should  be  construed 
with  reasonable  strictness  so  as  not  to  go  beyond  its  plain 
letter  and  spirit.  That  is  a  general  rule  of  construction  ap- 
plicable to  all  statutes  of  its  class.  Slone  v.  Lannon^  6  Wis. 
497;  Coleman  v.  Hart,  37  Wis.  180;  State  v.  Iluck,  29  Wis. 
202 ;  CrumUy  v,  Bardon^  70  Wis.  385.  Looking  at  the  lan- 
guage in  the  light  of  such  rule,  it  must  be  held  that  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  horses  going  upon  the  track  must  have 
some  causal  connection  with  the  failure  to  fence,  not  the 
mere  nonexistence  of  a  fence  at  the  time  of  the  entry,  or 
there  is  no  liability  because  of  the  failure  to  fence.  If  the 
failure  to  fence  did  not  reach  to  such  entry  because  of  the 
intervention  of  some  other  cause  or  condition,  the  statutory- 
rule  of  absolute  liability  does  not  apply.  That  has  been 
held  in  cases  where  horses  were  abandoned  under  such  cir- 
cumstances that  it  was  certain  they  would  go  upon  the  right 
of  way  where  they  would  be  liable  to  be  killed.  Carwin  v. 
N.  Y,  (&  K  a.  Co.  13  K  T.  42;  Missouri  Pacific  R.  Co.  v. 
Roads,  23  Am.  &  Eng.  E.  Gas.  167;  Welty  v.  I.  cfe  F.  R.  Co. 
105  Ind.  55.  In  such  circumstances  it  was  held  that  the 
owner  of  the  horses  consented  to  their  destruction;  that  his 
conduct  was  not  mere  contributory  negligence,  which  would 
not  be  a  defense  under  the  statute,  but  was  the  sole  prox- 
imate cause. 

That  the  law-makers  intended  that  the  failure  to  fence 
should  be  at  least  a  contributing  cause  to  the  entry  of  do- 
mestic animals  upon  the  railway  right  of  way  in  order  to 
make  the  rule  of  absolute  liability  applicable,  is  quite  clear, 
not  only  from  their  language,  but  from  its  being  followed 
by  a  provision  to  the  effect  that  in  case  of  a  failure  to  main- 
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tain  a  fence  after  once  constructed,  the  liability  for  the  kill- 
ing of  domestic  animals  shall  not  exteird  to  losses  accruing 
in  part  from  contributory  negligence  of  the  persons  claiming 
compensation  therefor,  or  losses  accruing  from  defects  in  the 
fence  existing  without  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  railway 
corporation.  Here  there  was  a  superseding  overpowering 
cause  that  intervened  between  the  failure  of  duty  to  fence 
and  the  entry  of  the  horses  upon  the  right  of  way,  which 
took  the  place  of  the  defendant's  negligence,  so  that  it  can- 
not reasonably  be  said  that  such  negligence,  either  in  whole 
or  in  part,  produced  the  loss  complained  of.  In  following 
the  chain  of  causation  from  the  death  of  the  horses  back, 
we  find  it  tied  at  the  antecedent  end  to  the  condition  created 
by  the  fire.  Over  that  we  cannot  pass  to  reach  the  neglect 
to  fence,  whicb,  under  the  circumstances,  became  a  remote 
cause.  Our  duty  ends  when  we  trace  the  chain  back  to  what 
must  stand  as  the  real  producing  cause.  Causa  proxima  et 
nan  remota  apectatur.  The  rule  clearly  applies  that  if,  be- 
tween an  injury  and  prior  negligence  whieh  might. have  pro- 
duced it  had  the  effect  reached  that  far,  there  were  a  super- 
seding cause,  though  not  traceable  to  a  responsible  source, 
which,  without  the  operation  of  the  negligence  contributing, 
produced  the  result  complained  of,  the  wrongdoer  is  not 
liable. 

It  follows  necessarily  from  the  preceding,  that  the  trial 
court  erred  in  holding  that  the  defendant  was  liable  for  the 
loss  of  the  two  horses  killed  on  the  day  of  the  fire.  There 
was  no  contest  as  to  the  right  to  recover  $360.94  under  the 
third  and  fourth  causes  of  action.  Judgment  in  plaintiff's 
favor  should  have  been  limited  to  that,  and  costs  taxed  ac- 
cording to  law.  The  judgment  should  have  been  otherwise 
in  favor  of  the  defendant.  There  is  a  statement  in  the  mo- 
tion papers  indicating  that  there  was  an  offer  of  judgment 
in  the  case  made  September  21, 1894.  We  are  unable  to  find 
anything  in  the  record  indicating  the  nature  of  that  offer,  so 
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as  to  determine  how  it  legally  afiPects  the  question  of  costs 
in  the  lower  court;  therefore  no  directions  in  regard  to  it 
can  be  made.  The  question  of  costs  will  therefore  be  left 
for  such  court  to  determine  when  the  case  again  reaches  it. 

A  careful  examination  of  the  printed  case  and  briefs  sat- 
isfies us  that  a  strict  compliance  with  the  rules  calls  for 
much  less  printing  than  they  contain.  The  case  consists  of 
547  pages,  much  of  which  could  have  been  omitted  entirely, 
and  the  balance  have  been  much  condensed.  There  are  four 
briefs,  including  a  reply,  consisting  in  the  aggregate  of  a 
little  less  than  200  pages.  The  rules  require  but  one  brief, 
and  permit,  in  addition,  a  reply.  Where  there  are  several 
counsel  on  the  same  side  and  they  deem  the  interests  of 
their  client  to  require  a  division  of  labor  and  separate  briefs 
to  be  filed,  that  is  permissible;  but  the  fact  remains  that 
only  one  brief  on  a  side  is  called  for  by  the  rules,  though 
disbursements  for  others,  permitted  in  proper  cases,  may  be 
allowed.  The  allowance  ordinarily,  as  a  matter  of  right, 
however,  goes  only  for  one  brief  on  a  side  and  the  permit- 
ted reply,  as  it  is  only  necessary  printing  that  is  taxable 
against  the  losing  party.  Paine  v.  TrumhvU^  33  Wis.  164. 
It  is  considered  that  300  pages  would  have  covered  all  print- 
ing that  was  reasonably  necessary  on  this  appeal,  on  the 
part  of  the  appellant;  therefore  disbursements  in  this  court 
on  that  account  must  be  limited  to  that  amount  of  printing. 

By  the  Court — The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  re- 
versed, and  the  cause  remanded  with  directions  to  enter 
judgment  in  favor  of  the  plaintiffs  for  $360.94,  and  in  favor 
of  the  defendant  as  to  the  first  and  second  causes  of  action 
in  the  complaint,  costs  in  the  lower  court  to  be  taxed  and 
allowed  according  to  law ;  costs  for  printing  on  this  appeal 
to  be  taxed  as  indicated  in  the  opinion. 
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Daniels,  Appellant,  vs.  The  City  op  Eacinb,  Eespondent. 

March  I'' March  f^,  1898. 

Municipal  corporations:  Notice  of  injury  by  defective  sidewalk:  Consti- 
tutional law. 

The  provision  of  sea  1339,  R.  &  1878,  as  amended  by  ch.  2?3,  Laws  of 
1897,  limiting  the  time  for  service  of  notice  of  injuries  caused  by 
defects  in  highways  and  streets  to  '*  thirty  days  in  the  case  of  any 
county  or  town,  and  fifteen  days  in  the  case  of  any  city  or  vil- 
lage," is  not  unconstitutional,  either  because  the  time  prescribed 
is  unreasonably  short,  or  because  a  different  limitation  is  pre- 
scribed in  case  of  counties  and  towns  from  that  prescribed  in  case 
of  cities  and  villages. 

Appeal  from  a  judgment-  of  the  circuit  court  for  Eacine 
county :  Frank  M.  Fish,  Circuit  Judge.    Affi/rmed. 

The  case  is  stated  in  the  opinion. 

For  the  appellant  there  was  a  brief  by  JRiichie  dk  Hech^ 
and  oral  argument  by  M.  W,  Heck,  They  argued  that  ch. 
236,  Laws  of  1897,  limiting  the  time  for  giving  notice  of  in- 
jury to  fifteen  da3^s  in  cities  and  villages,  is  in  violation  of 
sec.  9,  art.  I,  Const.,  in  that  it  makes  the  time  unreasonably 
short.  SugJiea  v.  Fond  du  Lac^  73  Wis.  382;  JDurkee  v, 
Janeaville^  28  id.  464;  Hincks  -v.  Milwaukee^  46  id.  559.  It 
in  effect  bars  of  their  remedy  those  who  have  suffered  the 
greater  injury  and  been  disabled  from  giving  the  notice 
within  the  time  fixed  by  statute,  and  creates  a  discrimination 
in  favor  of  cities  and  villages  as  against  towns  and  counties. 
It  conflicts  with  the  essential  spirit  of  our  fundamental  laws, 
and  that  is  suflicient  to  render  it  unconstitutional.  Bull 
V.  Conroej  13  Wis.  237;  Janesville  v.  Carpenter^  77  id.  303; 
Durkee  v,  JanesviUe^  28  id.  464,  467,  469. 

0.  0.  GUtinffSy  for  the  respondent. 

Oassoday,  C.  J.  This  is  an  action  for  personal  injury  sus- 
tained by  the  plaintiff  by  reason  of  an  alleged  defective  side- 
walk.   The  complaint  alleges,  in  effect,  that  the  sidewalk  on 
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the  south  side  of  Eighth  street  was  built  of  pine  planks  laid 
on  pine  stringers,  and  extended  from  Washington  avennc 
westward  over  200  feet  in  length;  that  August  5, 1897,  and 
for  several  months  immediately  prior  to  that  date,  said  side- 
walk was  and  had  been  out  of  repair  and  in  an  unsafe  con- 
dition for  travel;  that  many  of  the  planks  were  rotten, 
decayed,  loose,  and  broken,  and  many  of  the  stringers  were 
rotten  and  decayed,  and  the  defendant  had  negligently  per- 
mitted the  same  durinor  all  of  that  time;  that  on  the  dav 
named  the  plaintiff,  while  carefully  walking  on  said  sidewalk 
at  a  point  designated,  was,  by  reason  of  such  unsafe  condition 
and  without  fault  on  her  part,  tripped,  and  violently  thrown 
to  the  ground,  and  thereby  sustained  serious  injury,  for  which 
she  claims  $5,000  damages;  that  August  26, 1897,  the  plaint- 
iff caused  to  be  served  on  the  defendant's  city  clck  a  notice 
in  writing  stating  the  time  and  place  where  her  daniage  oc- 
curred, and  describing  the  insufficiency  and  want  of  repair 
of  the  sidewalk  which  caused  it,  and  prayed  judgment  ac- 
cordingly. To  such  complaint  the  defendant  demurred  on 
the  ground  that  it  appears  upon  the  face  thereof  that  the 
complaint  does  not  state  facts  sufficient  to  constitute  a  cause 
of  action.  Upon  the  hearing  of  the  cause  the  court  entered 
an  order  sustaining  the  demurrer,  and  thereupon  entered 
judgment  dismissing  the  complaint.  From  that  judgment 
the  plaintiff  brings  this  appeal. 

The  demurrer  was  sustained  on  the  ground  that  the  notice 
required  by  E.  S.  1878,  sec.  1339,  as  amended  by  Laws  of 
1897,  ch.  236,  was  insufficient.  By  that  amendment  the  no- 
tice of  ninety  days,  as  originally  required,  was  reduced  to 
"  thirty  days  in  the  case  of  any  county  or  town,  and  fifteen 
days  in  the  case  of  any  city  or  village."  Prior  to  that  amend- 
ment this  court  had  repeatedly  held,  in  effect,  that  a  com- 
plaint which  failed  to  allege  the  giving  of  the  notice  required 
by  the  statute  w^as  defective,  and  that  such  defect  could  be 
taken  advantage  of  by  demurrer.  Benware  v.  Pine  Valley ^ 
53  Wis.  527;  Wentworth  v.  Summit,  60  Wis.  281;  Flieth  v. 
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Wausau^  93  "Wis.  446.  Our  statutes  on  highways  were  bor- 
rowed from  Massachusetts.  Several  years  ago  th-ey  were 
extended  to  cities.  R.  S.  1878,  sec-  1347;  Huston  v.  Ft  Air 
Jcinson^  56  Wis.  354.  At  an  early  day  it  was  held  in  Massa- 
chusetts that  at  common  law  no  action  could  be  sustained 
against  a  town  for  damages  by  reason  of  a  defective  high- 
way. Mower  v.  Leicester ^  9  Mass.  247 ;  Ilolman  v.  Townsend^ 
13  Met.  297,  300;  Sawyer  v.  Northfield,  7  Cush.  494.  The 
same  rule  was  applied  to  cities.  Barry  v.  Lowell^  8  Allen, 
127.  In  Oliver  v.  Worcester ^  102  Mass.  499,  the  court  said: 
^'To  render  municipal  corporations  liable  to  private  ac- 
tions for  omission  or  neglect  to  perform  a  corporate  duty 
imposed  by  general  law  on  all  towns  and  cities  alike,  and 
from  the  performance  of  which  they  derive  no  compensation 
or  benefit  in  their  corporate  capacity,  an  express  statute  is 
doubtless  necessary.  Such  is  the  well-settled  rule  in  actions 
against  towns  or  cities  for  defects  in  highways."  In  a  later 
-case.  Gray,  C.  J.,  in  a  very  lengthy  and  learned  opinion,  re- 
views the  English  and  American  cases,  and  states  as  his  con- 
clusion: "There  is  no  case  in  which  the  neglect  of  a  duty 
imposed  by  general  law  upon  all  cities  and  towns  alike  has 
been  held  to  sustain  an  action  by  a  person  injured  thereby 
against  a  city  when  it  would  not  against  a  town.  The  only 
decisions  of  the  state  courts  in  which  the  mere  grant  by  the 
legislature  of  a  city  charter  authorizing  and  requiring  the 
city  to  perform  certain  duties  has  been  held  sufficient  to 
render  the  city  liable  to  a  private  action  for  neglect  in  their 
performance  when  a  town  would  not  be  so  liable  are  in  New 
York  since  1850,  and  in  Illinois."  Hill  v.  Boston,  122  Mass. 
344,  379.  That  opinion  is  expressly  considered  and  sanc- 
tioned by  Mr.  Dillon  in  his  valuable  work.  2  Dillon,  Mun. 
Corp.  (4th  ed.),  §§  965,  1022.  The  principles  of  that  case 
were  reaffirmed  in  Pettingell  v.  Chdseay  161  Mass.  368. 
There  certainly  was  no  common-law  liability  for  the  mere 
want  of  repair  in  a  sidewalk  as  alleged  in  the  case  at  bar. 
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2  Dillon,  Mun.  Corp.  §  990.  This  is  in  harmony  with  the 
rulings  of  this  court.  Stilling  v.  Thorp^  54  Wis.  532;  Mc- 
Kibbenv.  Amory,  89  Wis.  609. 

Since  the  only,  right  of  action  in  the  case  at  bar  was  given 
by  statute,  there  can  be.no  question  but  that  the  legisla- 
ture had  the  power  to  wholly  take  it  away  by  statute.  Dil- 
lon V.  Zinder,  36  Wis.  344;  Hood  v.  CI,  M.  <&  St.  P.  ^.  Co. 
43  Wis.  146;  McLimana  v.  Lancaster^  63  Wis.  600,  60.1.  The 
power  of  the  legislature  to  take  away  the  right  of  action 
entirely  necessarily  included  the  right  to  annex  such  condi- 
tions upon  the  exercise  of  such  right  as  the  legislature  might 
prescribe.  It  has  been  quite  common  in  city  charters  in 
this  state  to  shorten  the  time  for  giving  such  notice.  This 
court  sustained  a  charter  provision  giving  only  thirty  days' 
notice  in  such  a  case.  McKibben  v.  Amory^  89  Wis.  607. 
In  a  recent  case  in  Connecticut  a  statute  requiring  only 
fifteen  days'  notice  in  such  a  case  was  held  to  be  constitu- 
tional. Crocker  v.  Hartford^  66  Conn.  387.  And  the  same 
was  substantially  held  in  a  recent  case  in  Maine.  Chme  v. 
Surry,  88  Me.  468. 

The  amendment  to  the  statute  in  question  applies  to  all 
cities  and  villages.  The  mere  fact  that  it  requires  double 
the  time  in  the  case  of  any  county  or  town  that  it  does  in 
the  case  of  any  city  or  village  is  no  objection.  The  consti- 
tution does  not  require  uniformity  in  that  respect.  McKih- 
ben  V.  Arnory,  supra.  The  case  is  clearly  distinguishable 
from  Durkee  v.  Janesville,  28  Wis.  464;  Hincks  v.  Milwau- 
kee, 46  Wis.  559;  Hughes  v.  Fond  du  Lac,  73  Wis.  380.  It 
is  true,  the  statute  requiring  such  notice  is  broad  enough  to 
include  causes  of  action  against  municipalities  which  existed 
at  common  law,  as  well  as  causes  of  action  created  only  by 
statute.    Hughes  v.  Fond  du  Lac,  supra,  was  such  a  case. 

We  must  hold  that  the  demurrer  was  properly  sustained. 

By  the  Court. —  The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  af- 
firmed. 


INDEX. 


Acceptance  of  offer.    See  Contracts. 
Accommodation  Paper.    See  Bills  and  Notes,  21 
AccouNTJNO.    See  Vendor  and  Purchaser,  1, 0. 

ACTION. 

Cause  of  Action,  See  Agency,  a  Claims.  Cloud  on  Title.  Com- 
mon Schools,  2.  Counties.  District  Attorney.  Estates  op 
Decedents,  4.  Fraudulent  Conveyances.  Injunctions,  1.  In- 
surance, 1,  2,  7, 15.  Libel,  4.  Master  and  Servant,  1-3,  5-7,  9, 
16,  18-21.  Mortgages,  8,  4,  7.  Municipal  Corporations,  9-14 
Parent  and  Child.  Pleading;  7,  8,  18-15.  Railroads,  4-a 
State  Veterinarian.  Street  Railways,  2,  3.  Taxation..  1. 
Tax  TITLE&    Towns,  1*  Vendor  and  Purchaser,  1, 4r-7.  WATEna 

Conditions  precedent  See  Estates  of  Decedents,  7.  Sale  op  Celat- 
TEi^  6,  7.    Tax  Titles,  3.    Towns,  1.      ^ 

By  whom  to  be  brought  —  Who  may  maintain.  See  Counties.  Rail- 
roads, 1.    Sale  op  Chattels,  5.    Towns,  1. 

Against  the  state,  when  maintainable.    See  Claims. 

At  law  or  in  equiiyf  See  Judgment,  4.  Liens,  7.  Mortgages,  4 
Pleading,  12.    Taxation,  1. 

Election  of  remedies.  See  Bills  and  Notes,  2.  Garnishment.  Mu- 
nicipal Corporations,  7.  Railroads,  8.  Voluntary  Assign- 
ment, 5. 

Joinder  of  causes  of  action.    See  Pleading,  14 

Consolidation,    See  Costs. 

Commencement    See  Service  of  SuMMONa 

In  what  court  to  be  brought    See  Courts. 

Limitations,  See  Limitation  op  Actions.  Municipal  Corporations,  8. 
Pleading,  11, 16.    Railroads,  l,  2. 

Administrators  and  Executors.    See  Appeal^  20.    Estates  of  De- 
cedents.   Gifts.    Pleading,  14, 15.    Wills. 
Adultery.    See  Criminal  Law,  8. 
Adverse  Possession.    See  Limitation  of  Actions,  21 

AGENCY. 

See  Estates  op  Decedents,  5.    Insurance,  8,  9.    Sale  of  Chattels,  3. 
Vendor  and  Purchaser,  4 

1.  In  an  action  against  the  vendors  of  logs  to  recover  a  commission 
for  effecting  the  sale  thereof,  there  was  evidence  tending  to  show, 
among  other  things,  that  February  20th  the  purchaser  wrote  the 
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plaintiff  inquiring  for  logs;  that  in  February  or  early  in  March 
the  defendants  agreed  to  pay  the  plaintiff  for'finding  a  purchaser 
for  the  logs  whatever  the  same  should  bring  over  and  above  a 
certain  price;  that  March  5th  the  plain  tiff  informed  said  purchaser 
that  defendants*  logs  could  be  had  at  the  price  subsequently  paid 
for  them,  and  recommended  their  purchase;  and  that  the  pur- 
chaser thereupon  called  upon  the  defendants  and  made  the  pur- 
chase. There  was  no  evidence  that  the  purchaser  ever  paid,  or 
offered  or  promised  to  pay,  to  the  plaintiff  anything  for  securing 
such  purchase.  Held^  that  a  finding  that  the  plaintiff  was  the 
agent  of  the  defendants,  and  not  of  the  purchaser,  was  sustained 
by  the  evidence.    McKenzie  v.  Lego,  364 

2.  A  provision  in  the  contract  for  the  purchase  of  the  logs  that  the 

plaintiff  should  review  and  mspect  the  scale  made  by  the  defend- 
ants w^hen  the  logs  were  banked,  would  not  affect  his  right  to  re- 
cover commissions  earned  under  the  contract  with  the  defendants 
his  services  under  the  former  contract  being  independent  of  those 
performed  und^r  the  latter.  IbicL 

3.  An  agent  employed  to  procure  a  purchaser  for  logs  at  a  fixed  price, 

without  autnority  to  make  or  close  a  con  tract  for  the  sale  thereof* 
becomes  entitled  to  his  commission  when  he  produces  a  responsi- 
ble purchaser  ready  and  willing  to  purchase  them  at  the  price 
agreed  upon.  Jbid, 

4.  The  mere  fact  that  a  person  was  the  lumber  inspector  in  one  dis- 

trict did  not  preclude  him  from  making  a  contract  by  which  lie 
was  to  receive  a  commission  for  procuring  a  purchaser  for  logs 
situated  miles  away  in  another  district  IbidL 

Amendment. 
Of  by-laws.    See  Insurance,  4. 
Of  pleading.    See  Master  and  Servant,  t 

Animai^:  Killing.    See  Railroads,  5,  7.    State  Veterinarian. 
APPEAL  AND  ERROR 

From  what  appeal  may  be  taken:  Orders,    See  Attachment,  2. 

1.  Since  the  passage  of  ch.  212,  Laws  of  1895,  an  order  changing  the 

venue  of  an  action  on  the  ground  of  convenience  of  the  witnesses 
is  not  Appealable:  subd.  4,  sec.  3069,  R.  S.,  under  which  such  orders 
were  formerly  held  appealable  having  been  eliminated  by  that  act. 
Remarks  in  Western  Bank  v.  Tallman,  15  Wis.  92,  held  obiter  and 
disapproved.    Evans  v.  Curtiss,  97 

2.  An  order  refusing  to  vacate  a  judgment  on  cognovit  is  an  order 

affecting  a  substantial  right  made  upon  a  summary  applicatiou 
after  judgment,  and  is  therefore  appealable  under  sxihi,  2,  sec.  1, 
ch.  212,  Laws  of  1895,  even  though  the  judgment  was  for  less  than 
$100  and  for  that  reason  not  appealable.    Purcell  v,  Kleaver^      10*3 

3.  Under  ch.  212.  Laws  of  1895,  an  order  refusing  to  grant  a  new  trial 

is  not  appealable.     Brown  v,  Edward  P,  Allis  Co,  120 

4.  Under  ch.  212,  Laws  of  1895,  an  order  denying  a  motion  to  dismiss 

an  action  under  sec.  3072a,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.,  because  the  costs 
were  not  paid  and  tlie  cause  brought  to  trial  within  one  year  after 
reversal  of  a  judgment  in  plaintiff's  favor,  is  not  appealable.  Eaif 
mond  V,  Keseberg,  317 

5.  An  order  dismissing,  on  the  ground  of  a  want  of  jurisdiction,  an 

appeal  from  the  disallowance  by  the  common  council  of  a  claim 
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against  a  city,  effectually  terminated  the  proceeding  an<^  prevented 
a  judgment  from  which  an  appeal  might  be  taken,  ana  hence  is 
appealable  under  subd.  1,  sec.  1,  ch.  212,  Laws  of  1895.  Mason  v, 
Ashland,  540 

6.  An  appeal  from  an  order  directing  a  complaint  to  be  made  more 

definite  and  certain  will  be  dismissed  unless  there  was  an  abuse  of 
discretion.     Crowley  v.  Hicks,  56t> 

Notice:  Parties:  Attorneys,    See  Attorneys,  2. 

7.  On  appeal  by  a  mortgagor  from  an  order  confirming  a  sheriflP's  re- 

port of  sale  on  foreclosure,  the  purchaser  is  the  principal  adverse 
party,  and  must  be  served  with  the  notice  of  appeal,  under  sec. 
3049,  R  &    Rogers  v.  Shove,  271 

Exceptions:  Review:  Questioiis  available.  See  Attacthment,  2.  Crim- 
inal Law,  2,  8,  5.    Loos  and  Lumber,  3. 

8.  A  motion  for  a  new  trial  on  the  general  ground  of  errors  in  the  in- 

structions is  insufficient  to  bring  up  for  review  any  specific  in- 
struction.    Candrian  v.  Miller,  164 

9.  Findings  of  fact  cannot  be  reviewed  on  appeal  unless  exceptions 

thereto  are  preserved  in  the  bill  of  exceptions  Schuster  v.  Al- 
hrechU  241 

10.  Same  point     Treloar  v,  Osborne,  461 

11.  Findings  of  fact  by  the  trial  court  cannot  be  reviewed  on  appeal  in 

the  absence  of  a  bill  of  exceptions.     Billings  v,  Oneida  Co,         584 

12.  The  objection  that  the  complaint  fails  to  state  a  cause  of  action 

cannot  be  raised  for  the  first  time  on  appeal    Bigelow  v.  Wash- 
burn, 553 
Findings  of  fact,  when  disturbed.    See  Fraudulent  Conveyances. 

13.  Findings  of  the  trial  court  will  not  be  disturbed  on  appeal  unless 

they  are  against  the  clear  preponderance  of  the  evidence.  Ames 
V,  Storer,  372 

14.  The  fact  that  different  minds  might  well  arrive  at  opposite  conclu- 

sions upon  a  consideration  of  the  evidence  is  not  a  ground  for 
disturbing  findings  of  the  trial  court  which  are  well  sustained  by 
competent  evidence.     Conger  v,  Dinginan,  417 

Presumptions.    See  Evidence,  4. 

15.  A  decision  of  the  trial  court  that  the  plaintiff  in  an  action  for  a  per- 

sonal injury  by  negligence  was,  as  a  matter  of  law,  guilty  of  con- 
tributory negligence,  must  be  aflftrmed  on  appeal,  unless  it  is  clearly 
erroneous.    Powell  v,  Ashland  L  &  S,  Co,  35 

Affirmance  and  reversal:  Material  and  immaterial  errors.  See  Ap- 
peal, 18.  Attorneys,  1.  Criminal  Law,  1,  5,  6.  Evidence,  4. 
Instructions  to  Jury.  Judgment,  2.  Marriage,  2,  Master 
AND  Servant,  26,  31.    Sale  of  Chattels,  2. 

Briefs,  etc 

16.  In  a  case  where  the  evidence  extends  over  a  hundred  printed  pages, 

a  brief  in  which  no  specific  assignment  of  errors  is  made  and  no 
specific  error  of  fact  is  pointed  out  or  relied  on,  except  the  general 
contention  that  the  judgment  should  have  been  given  in  favor  of 
the  appellant,  is  criticised  for  failure  to  comply  with  Supreme 
Court  Kule  IX.    Conger  v.  Dingman,  417 

17.  The  rules  require  the  printing  of  a  case  by  the  appellant,  and  one 

brief  on  each  side,  on  appeal  to  this  court;  they  also  permit  a 
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reply  on  each  side.  Costs  as  of  right,  for  printing,  are  limited  to 
8uc)i  as  is  reasonably  necessary  or  permitted  under  the  rules.  Cook 
V.  Jf.,  St.  P.  <fc  5.  S.  M.  R  Co.  6»4 

Costs,    See  Appeal,  4«  17. 

18.  An  appeal  from  a  judgment  of  foreclosure  on  the  sole  ground  that 

it  provides  that  the  amount  due  thereon  shall  bear  interest  at  a  rate 
in  excess  of  the  minimum  legal  rate,  in  violation  of  sea  8164,  R.  S. 
1878,  as  amended  by  ch.  803,  Laws  of  1891,  is  without  merit  where 
the  attention  of  the  trial  court  was  not  called  to  the  obvious  mis- 
take; and  on  reversal  of  the  judgment,  as  required  by  Supreme 
Court  Rule  XXXII,  no  costs  will  be  allowed  except  that  respondent 
will  be  required  to  pay  the  fees  of  the  clerk  of  this  court  Wind- 
088  V.  McKUlop,  525 

Failure  to  bring  cause  to  trial  after  reversal:  Eight  to  dismisaaL    See 
Appeal,  4. 

19.  The  right  of  a  defendant  under  sec.  3072a,  S.  &  R  Ann.  Stats.,  to 

have  the  complaint  dismissed  because  the  costs  were  not  paid  and 
the  cause  brought  to  trial  within  a  year  after  the  reversal  of  a 
judgment  in  plaintiff's  favor,  is  held  to  have  been  waived,  where 
plaintiff  procured  the  record  to  be  remitted  within  two  months, 
and  active  negotiations  for  a  settlement  were  soon  commenced, 
which  were  continued  until  it  was  too  late  to  put  the  cause  upon 
the  calendar  of  any  term  within  the  prescribed  time,  especially 
where  defendant  accepted  the  costs  before  the  new  trial  began 
and  retained  them.    Raymond  v,  Keseberg,  317 

Right  of  district  attorney  to  compensation  for  prosecuting  appeal   See 
District  Attorney. 

Appeal  from  county  court 

20.  Under  sec.  4031,  R.  S.  1878  (providing  that  "in  all  cases  not  other- 

wise provided  for,  any  executor,  administrator,  trustee,  or  any 
person  aggrieved  by  any  order,  judgment,  decree,  determination, 
or  denial  of  the  county  court  .  .  .  may  appeal  therefrom  to 
the  circuit  court,"  etc.),  the  circuit  court  has  jurisdiction  to  amend 
or  correct  the  records  of  the  county  court  upon  appeal  from  an 
order  of  that  court  denying  a  petition  for  their  correction.  Hem- 
inway  v.  Reynolds,  501 

Appeal  from  common  council    See  Appeal^  5.    Municipal  Corpoba- 

TIONS,  8. 

Appealable  Orders.    See  Appeal^  1-6.    Attachment,  2l 

Application  op  Payments.    See  Limitation  op  Acttions,  1.    Sai^  op 
Chattels,  8. 

Assessment  and  collection  of  taxes.    See  Taxation.    Tax  Titled 

Assessments.    See  Insurance,  C 

Assignment. 
Of  claim  for  lien  on  logs.    See  Liens,  10,  IL 
Of  land  contract    See  Mortgages,  1,  2. 
For  benefit  of  creditors.    See  Voluntary  Assignment, 

Assumption  of  mortgage  debt.    See  Mortgages,  8,  4 

Assumption  of  risk.    See  Master  and  Servant,  3,  4>  6-8, 17,  21,  2Si,  25, 
2G,  31,  8d 
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ATTACHMENT. 
See  Liens,  4 

1,  Tlie  traverse  of  an  affidavit  for  attachment  by  both  the  debtor  and 
his  assignee  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  is  held  sufficient.  Teweles 
V.  Liiis,  453 

2l  The  determination  of  the  court  on  the  issue  raised  by  the  traverse 
of  an  affidavit  for  attachment  is  an  order,  and  may  be  reviewed 
on  a  direct  appeal  therefrom  without  any  exception  to  it  having 
been  taken.  IbicL 

S,  An  attachment  issued  on  the  ground  that  defendant  had  fraudu- 
lently contracted  the  indebtedness  to  plaintiff,  may  be  sustained 
as  to  a  part  of  such  indebtedness  and  dissolved  as  to  the  remain- 
der. IbidL 

4.  Cross  demands  between  the  parties  cannot  be  established  and  ad- 
justed on  the  trial  of  the  issue  raised  by  the  traverse  of  an  affidavit 
for  attachment  IbicL 

ATTORNEYS  AT  LAW. 
See  District  Attorney. 

1.  Repeated  statements  that  one  of  plaintiff's  witnesses  had  been  cor- 

rupted by  the  defendant's  agents,  made  by  plaintiff's  counsel  in 
the  presence  of  the  jury  while  endeavoring  to  obtain  permission 
to  treat  such  witness  as  an  adverse  witness  and  to  read  his  depo- 
sition, which  could  not  be  used  under  sec.  4089,  R  S-,  because  the 
witness  was  present  in  court,  are  held  to  have  been  so  prejudicial 
to  defendant  as  to  warrant  reversal  of  a  judgment  for  plaintiff. 
Sutt(m  V,  C,  St  P.,  M,<SbO.R  Co.  157 

2.  This  court  will  not  take  judicial  notice  of  the  fact  that  a  person 

whose  name  appears  upon  its  roll  of  attorneys  had  removed  froUi 
the  state  at  the  time  he  signed  a  notice  of  appeal.  Ibid^ 

Attorneys'  Fees.    See  Costs. 

Auction  Sales  op  Land.    See  Pleading,  14* 

Benefit  Associations.    See  Insurance,  1,  2. 

Bill  op  Exceptions.    See  Appeal,  9-11.    Criminal  Law,  8,  QL 

BILLS  AND  NOTEa 

See  Gifts.    LmrrATioN  of  Actions,  1.    Pleading,  1.    Sale  of  Chat- 
tels, 4,  5. 

1.  In  an  action  by  indorsers  of  a  note  against  a  prior  indorser  (the 
payee),  the  complaint  alleged  that  defendant  was  indebted  to 
plaintiffs:  that  they  had  refused  to  accept  the  note  as  a  payment 
on  such  indebtedness,  but  had  aided  him  in  procuring  a  purchaser 
for  the  note,  and  to  that  end  had  indorsed  it  for  his  sole  accom- 
modation and  benefit;  that  the  entire  consideration  was  paid  by 
the  purchaser  to  him,  and  that  he  paid  the  amount  so  received  to 
plaintiffs,  who  credited  him  therewith  on  his  indebtedness  to 
them;  that  plaintiffs  had  been  compelled  to  pay  the  note:  and 
that,  after  crediting  defendant  with  a  payment  made  by  him  on 
account  of  his  liability  as  prior  indorser  and  with  the  proceeds  of 
mortgage  security,  a  balance  remained  due.  The  answer  substau- 
Vol.93  — 42 
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tially  admitted  the  facts  stated,  but  a]leR:ed  that  plaintiffs  re- 
ceived the  note  as  so  much  paid  upon  defendant's  indebtedness 
to  them;  that  he  indorsed  the  note  at  their  request  and  for  their 
benefit;  and  that  just  before  the  foreclosure  sale  plaintiffs  agreed 
to  bid  on  the  sale  and  protect  and  save  him  harmless  from  any 
liability  on  the  note.  The  answer  further  alleged  that  before  the 
commencement  of  the  action  the  defendant  fully  paid,  satisfied,, 
and  discharged  any  and  all  claims  which  the  plaintiffs  might 
have  against  him  by  reason  of  the  transaction;  out  no  counter- 
claim was  pleaded,  and  there  was  no  evidence  of  any  payment 
except  as  stated.  Held,  that  the  defense  was  contrary  to  the  very 
nature  of  the  transaction,  and  wholly  without  merit.  Morgan  r. 
Hayea,  21^ 

2L  a  note  given  to  a  bank  for  its  accommodation  was  transferred  for 
value,  before  due,  to  one  who  did  not  know  that  it  was  accommo- 
dation paper,  and  was  indorsed  by  the  bank  and  its  president.. 
Prior  to  its  maturity  the  indorsee  sent  the  note  to  the  bank  for 
collection,  but  received  no  returns.  Afterwards,  acting  upon  the 
belief,  induced  in  part  by  the  conduct  of  the  maker,  that  the  note 
had  been  paid,  he  brought  an  action  against  the  bank  and  its  pres- 
ident for  money  had  and  received,  and  obtained  a  verdict  Before 
the  entry  of  judgment  he  learned  that  the  note  had  not  been  paid, 
but  the  judgment  was  nevertheless  entered  and  execution  issued 
and  levied,  partially  satisfying  the  judgment  Held,  that  there 
had  been  no  election  of  a  remedy  which  would  preclude  an  action 
by  the  indorsee  against  the  maker  on  the  note.  Bank  of  Lodi  t\ 
Washburn  E,  L.  <&  P.  Co,  647 

Bona  Fide  Purchaser.    See  Liens,  0.    Recording  Aci& 
Bonds. 

Of  assignee.    See  Voluntary  Assignment,  2,  3,  5,  CI 

Of  executor.    See  Estates  of  Decedents.  7. 

Of  school  treasurer.    See  Common  Schools,  2. 

To  relieve  from  injunctii)n.    See  Contempt,  1. 

Of  municipality.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  & 

BOUND  ARIEa 
See  Plats  op  Land,  1, 

1.  The  question  being  as  to  the  original  location  of  a  stake  marking 
the  corner  of  a  lot,  proof  that  the  measurements  from  the  nearest 
known  original  stakes  on  the  same  line,  or  points  established  as 
correct  according  to  the  original  survey,  reached  a  location  for  the 
disputed  corner  consistent  with  that  claimed  by  one  of  the  par- 
ties, is  admissible  in  corroboration  of  her  evidence  respecting  the 
former  location  of  the  stake.    Lewis  v.  Prien,  b7 

2l  The  proper  method  of  procedure  in  locating  a  lost  exterior  corner 
of  an  inside  lot  in  a  block  is  to  start  at  the  nearest  known  point  on 
one  side  of  the  lost  corner  on  the  line  on  which  it  was  originally 
established,  measure  to  the  nearest  known  corner  on  the  other  side 
on  the  same  line,  and,  if  the  length  of  the  line  is  in  excess  of  that 
called  for  by  the  original  survey,  divide  it  between  the  tracts  con- 
necting such  two  known  points,  in  proportion  to  the  length  of  the 
boundaries  of  suoh  tracts  on  such  line,  as  given  in  the  survey.  To 
establish  such  lost  corner  by  measuring  from  a  corresponding  lot 
corner  on  the  other  side  of  the  block,  parallel  with  the  opposite 
side  of  tlie  lot,  to  the  intersection  wjth  the  l>oundary  of  the  blo<'k 
in  which  the  lost  corner  is  located,  is  erroneous.  Ibid. 
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Briefs.    See  Appeal.  16, 17. 

Brokers.    See  Aqency. 

Building  Contracts.    See  Estates  op  Decedents,  1,  2.    LiENa 

BuiLDiNO  AND  LoAN  ASSOCIATIONS.    See  Corporations. 

Burden  of  Proof.    See  Marriage,  1.    NEOLtaENCE,  S. 

By-Laws.    See  Insurance,  3,  4. 

CASES  DISTINGUISHED,  Etc 

1.  Atkinson  v.  Goodrich  Transp.  Co,  60  Wis.  141.    See  No.  10. 

2.  Ballin  v.  Merchants^  ExcK  Bank,  89  Wis.  278  (as  to  cross  oomplaint). 

Suggestion  disapproved.    Kollock  v,  Scribner,  IIS 

8.  Beers  v,  Kuehn,  84  Wis.  33  (as  to  recovery  quantum  meTuii\  distiD- 
guished.    Pearson  v»  Switzer,  899 

4  Caldwell  v.  Lawrence,  10  Wis.  331 ;  Tewksbury  v,  Bronson,  48  id.  58t 
(as  to  assignment  of  etaixn  for  lien),  distinguished.  Bernhardt  v. 
Rice,  678, 583 

5.  Diirkee  v.  Janesville,  28  Wia  464;  Hincks  v,  Milwaukee,  46  id.  559; 

Hughes  v.  Fond  du  Lac,  73  id.  380  (as  to  constitutional  law),  distin- 
guished.   Daniels  v.  Racine,  652 

6.  Earles  v.  Wells,  94  Wis.  285  (as  to  municipal  indebtedness^  distin- 

guislied.    Bumham  v,  Milwaukee,  13<^ 

7.  Erdman  v,  Illinois  Steel  Co,  95  Wis.  6  (as  to  assumption  of  risk),  dis- 

tinguished.  -Curran  v.  A,  H,  Stange  Co.  606 

8.  Frederick  v,  Douglas  Co.  96  Wis.  411  (as  to  compelling  return  of 

money),  distinguished..    Quaw  v.  Paff,  59^ 

9.  Olover  v.  Hynes  L.  Co.  94  Wis.  457  (as  to  liens),  distinguished.    De 

Morris  v.  Wilbur  L.  Co.  47^ 

10.  Haley  V.  Jump  River  L,  Co.  81  Wis.  412;  Atkinson  v.  Goodrich  Transp. 

Co.  60  id.  141  (as  to  liability  for  loss  from  concurring  causes),  dis- 
tinguished).   CooA;  V.  M.,  St,  P.  cfc  S.  S.  M.  R.  Co.  63» 

11.  Hincks  v.  Mihcaukee,  46  Wis.  559.    See  No.  5. 

12L  Hughes  v.  Fond  du  Lac,  73  Wia  380.    See  Na  5. 

18b  Laird  v.  Boyle,  2  Wia  431  (as  to  covenant  to  renew),  overruled. 
Kollock  V.  Scribner,  107 

14.  Maxwell  v.  Kennedy,  50  Wis.  645  (as  to  mitigation  of  damages),  lim- 

ited.    Candrian  v.  Miller,  173 

15.  Milwaukee  v.  Milwaukee  Co.  95  Wis.  424.    See  No.  19. 

16.  Morrison  v.  Wis.  O.  F.  M.  L.  Ins.  Co.  59  Wis.  162  (as  to  change  in  by- 

law), distinguished.    Hughes  v.  Wis.  O.  F.  M,  L.  Ins.  Co.      292,  298 

17.  Orion  v.  Noonan,  27  Wis.  272  (as  to  lease),  explained  and  followed. 

Kollock  V.  Scribner,  110 

18.  Palmeter  v.  Carey,  63  Wis.  426  (as  to  liabih'ty  of  one  assuming  mort- 

gage debt),  distinguished  and  limited.   Stitesv.  TJioinpson.    329,332 

19.  Perrigo  v.  Mihcaukee,  92  Wis.  236;  Mihcaukee  v.  Milwaukee  Co.  95 

id.  424  (as  to  construction  of  contracts),  followed.    Bumham  v. 

Milwaukee,  130-132 

20-  Pooler  v.  State,  97  Wis.  627  (as  to  evidence),  distinguished.    Grim- 

shaw  V.  State,  617 

21.  Stetler  v.  C.  db  N.  W.  R  Co.  46  Wis.  497  (as  to  liability  for  injury 

from  concurring  causes),  distinguished.     Cook  v.  M,  St.  P,  dt  S.  S. 

MR.  Co.  641 
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22,  Teivksbury  v.  Bronson,  48  Wis.  581.    See  Na  4. 

23.  Thayer  v.  Humphrey,  91  Wis.  276  (as  to  marshaling  assets),  followed. 

HolUns  V.  Humphrey,  66, 73 

24  Western  Bank  v.  Taliman^  15  Wis.  92  (as  to  appealable  order).    Re- 
marks held  obiter  and  disapproved.    Evann  v.  Curtiss,  97, 96 

Cause  op  AcnoN.    See  Libel,  4.    Pleading,  15. 

Change  op  Venue.    See  Appeal^  1. 

Charging  the  Jury.    See  Instructions  to  Jury. 

CHATTEL  MORTGAGES. 

The  evidence  in  this  case  is  held  to  show  that  the  mortgagee  of  a 
stock  of  merchandise  permitted  the  mortgagor  to  remain  in  posses- 
sion of  the  mortgaged  property  under  an  implied  or  tacit  agree- 
ment that  the  latter  might  use,  sell,  and  dispose  of  the  mortgaged 
property  and  apply  the  proceeds  to  his  own  use  as  if  the  mortgage 
had  not  been  executed;  that  the  situation  of  the  parties  and  prop- 
erty was  such  that  the  mortgagee  must  have  known  the  mort- 
gagor to  be  dealing  with  the  property  in  that  manner;  and  that 
the  mortgagee  made  no  objection.  The  mortgage  was  therefore 
fraudulent  and  void  as  to  attacking  creditora  Bank  o/Kaukauna 
v.  Joannes,  821 

Circuit  Court.    See  Appeal^  20. 
CITIE&    See  Municipal  Corporations. 
Claim  of  title.    See  Cloud  on  Tttlk 

CLAIMa 
Against  the  state, 

1.  Sec.  8200.  R  a  1878  (providing  that  "it  shall  be  competent  for  any 

person  deeming  himself  aggrieved  by  the  refusal  of  the  legisla- 
ture to  allow  any  just  claim  against  the  state,  to  commence  an 
action  against  the  state,  by  filing  a  complaint"  with  the  clerk  of 
the  supreme  court,  etc.),  relates  only  to  claims  which,  if  allowed, 
render  the  state  a  debtor  to  the  claimant,  and  does  not  include  a 
demand  based  upon  unlawful  and  tortious  acts  of  officers  and 
agents  of  the  state.    Houston  v.  State,  481 

2.  The  legislature  never  having  authorized  an  action  against  the  state 

for  unlawful  and  tortious  acts  of  its  officers  or  agents*  no  such  ac- 
tion can  be  maintained.  IbitL 

Against  cities.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  6-8. 

Against  partnership.    See  Voluntary  Assignment,  4 

For  liens.    See  Liens,  1,  2,  8,  10,  11. 

Of  title.    See  Cloud  on  Title. 

CLOUD  ON  TITLE. 

1.  In  an  action  to  remove  a  cloud  from,  or  to  quiet,  title  to  real  estate 
under  the  laws  of  this  state,  the  provision  of  sec  3186,  R  &  1878, 
to  the  effect  that  it  shall  be  sufficient  as  to  the  hostile  title  or  in- 
terest to  aver  in  tlie  complaint  that  the  defendant  makes  some 
claim  to  the  property  is  satisfied  by  alleging  facts  from  which 
the  hostile  claim  of  title  or  interest  is  raised  as  a  necessary  or  rea- 
sonable inference.     Broderick  v,  Cary,  419 
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2.  Allegations  to  the  effect  that  the  property  was  levied  upon  and  sold 
on  an  execution  issued  on  a  judgment  against  a  stranger  to  the 
title:  that  certificates  of  sale  in  due  form  of  law  were  issued,  de- 
livered, and  filed,  pursuant  to  such  sale,  according  to  the  statutes 
in  such  cases;  and  that  such  certificates  are  still  outstanding  and 
of  record,  sufficiently  show  the  hostile  claim  of  title,  and  satisfy 
the  requirement  of  the  statute.  Ibid, 

Ck)-EMPLOYEES.    See  Master  and  Servant,  15, 18,  20. 

Collateral  Attack.  See  Estates  of  Decedents,  6,  7.  Judgment^ 
a    Justices'  Courts,  2. 

Collusion.    See  Towns,  1,  5. 

COMITY. 

A  foreign  corporation  cannot  be  allowed,  on  the  ground  of  inter- 
state comity,  to  maintain  in  the  courts  of  this  state  actions  or  pro- 
ceedings denied  to  residents  of  the  state  or  other  suitors  in  its 
courts.    State  ex  rel  Fowler  v.  Circuit  Court,  143 

Commissions  of  broker.    See  Agency. 

COMMON  SCHOOLS. 

1.  A  special  meeting  of  a  school  district  board  attended  only  by  two 

of  the  members,  who  had  called  the  meeting  by  serving  on  the 
third  member  a  notice  which  failed  to  state  the  place  where  it  was 
to  be  held,  was  not  a  legal  meeting.    School  District  v,  Baier,     23 

2.  A  contract  with  a  teacher  attempted  to  be  authorized  at  such  meet- 

ing is  void,  especially  with  one  not  holding  a  certificate  authoriz- 
ing her  to  teach:  and  if  the  treasurer  pays  the  salary  of  such 
teacher  without  the  proper  order  of  the  clerk  therefor,  he  and  his 
surety  are  liable  on  his  bond.  IbidL 

Condemnation  of  Land.    See  Railroads.  1-3. 

Conditions  precedent    See  Estates  of  Decedents,  7.    Evidence,  t 

Sale  op  Chattels,  6,  7.    Tax  Titles,  3.    Towns,  1. 
Confessions.    See  Criminal  Law,  5,  6. 
Conflict  of  evidence.  See  Court  and  Jury,  2.  Railroads,  10.  Street 

RA.ILWAYS,  1. 

Consideration.    See  Sale  of  Chattels,  6,  7. 

Constitutional  Law.  See  Corporations,  1(5),  2.  Municipal  Cor- 
porations, 3,  5,  13. 

Contagious  Diseases.    See  State  Veterinarian. 

CONTEMPT. 
See  Injunctions,  3. 

1.  In  contempt  proceeding's  to  punish  a  defendant  in  an  action  to  fore- 
close a  land  contract  for  violation  of  an  order  forbidding  the  re- 
moval of  logs  from  the  land,  the  evidence  is  held  to  show  that  such 
defendant  was  the  active  moving  party  in  violating  the  order,  not- 
withstanding his  statement  that  a  corporation  of  which  he  wa» 
president,  formed  about  the  time  the  logs  were  removed,  com- 
mitted the  act  without  his  knowledge  or  consent.  Hessey  v. 
Gund,  -  531 
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2.  The  mere  fact  that  a  defendant  sijj^ned  and  mailed  to  his  attorney 
the  bond  required  by  an  in  junctional  order  as  a  condition  of  relief 
therefrom,  does  not  relieve  him  from  the  charge  of  contempt  in 
violating  the  order,  where  the  bond  never  came  to  the  knowledge 
or  possession  of  the  plaintiff,  or  his  attorney,  or  the  clerk  of  the 
court  IbicL 

CONTRACTa 

See  Agency.  Common  Schools,  2.  Estates  op  Decedents,  1,  2,  5L 
EviDKNCB,  1.  Insurance,  4-16.  Liens,  2.  Loos  and  Lumber. 
Married  Women.  Master  and  Servant,  1.  2.  Municipal  Cor- 
porations, 4.  Parent  and  Child.  Pleading,  a  Towns,  2-4. 
Vendor  and  Purchaser. 
JBy  a  proposition  in  writing,  made  September  18,  plaintiff  offered  to 
sell  to  defendant  a  quantity  of  lumber  of  specified  dimensions  "at 
$10  per  thousanci,  straight  measure,  as  now  piled  on  their  mill  dock, 
or  $12  per  thousand  "  delivered  at  T.,  lake  freights  to  be  paid  cash 
on  delivery.  The  defendant  was  to  accept  by  wire  within  two 
days.  It  was  to  be  9ptional  with  defendant  whether  to  give  ninety 
■days*  paper  or  pay  cash  when  the  lumber  was  deliverea.  The  de- 
fendant on  the  same  day  indorsed  thereon  the  following:  *'I  accept 
the  above  price  as  quoted  on  [plaintiff's]  dock;  will  wire  acceptance 
on  balance  contract  20th."  On  September  21  defendant  wired 
plaintiff  to  "  call  off  the  trade  made  on  tlie  18th."  HelcL  that  there 
was  no  completed  contract,  the  reservation  in  the  acceptance  hav- 
ing been  intended  to  afford  opportunity  for  necessary  examina- 
tion or  inspection  of  the  character  and  quality  of  the  lumber. 
Marshall.  J.,  dissents,  being  of  the  opinion  that  such  acceptance 
merely  reserved  to  the  defendant  the  right  to  say  within  two  days 
whether  he  would  pay  $2  per  thousand  extra  for  delivery  at  T. 
Shores  Lumber  Co,  v.  Patterson,  634 

Contributory  Negligence.  See  Appeal,  15.  Master  and  Servant, 
3,  4,  6-9,  11-13,  17.  25,  26,  31,  33.  MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS,  9,  11. 
Negligence. 

CoNVEYANCi-s.  See  Fraudulent  Conveyances,  1.  Homesteads.  2l 
Limitations  op  Actions,  2.  Mortgages.  Plats  of  Land.  L 
Powers.    Recording  Acts.    Vendor  and  Purchaser. 

CORPORATIONS. 

SyAaws:  Adoption  and  amendment.    See  Insurance,  8,  4. 

JFormation  of  corporation  by  partners:  Transfer  of  property:  Fraud. 

See  Partnership. 
jReceivers:  Enforcing  lien  of  execution.    See  Receivers. 

Foreign  corporations:  Use  of  name:  Right  to  license.  See  Insurance, 
1.  2. 

:Same:  Actions  by  and  against    See  Comity.    Injunctions,  1,  2. 

Same:  Deposit  of  securities:  Insolvency, 
1.  The  directors  of  a  foreign  building  and  loan  association  constituted 
tlie  state  treasurer  a  depository  "for  the  purpose  of  temporary 
convenience  in  complying  with  the  laws  of  Wisconsin  in  regarii 
to  the  deposit  of  securities,"  and  resolved  to  "comply  with  the 
Wisconsin  law  as  soon  as  possible."  Shortly  thereafter  officers  of 
the  association  deposited  with  said  treasurer  over  $100,(H)0  of  its 
securities,  and  the  association  received  a  license  to  do  business  in 
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this  state.  Sees.  2014a,  20146,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stata,  under  which  the 
deposit  was  made,  provided  that  said  treasurer  should  hold  the 
securities  so  deposited  in  trust  until  all  shares  held  by  residents 
of  this  state  had  been  fully  redeemed,  and  until  t)ie  contracts  and 
obligations  of  the  association  to  persons  and  members  residing  in 
this  state  had  been  fully  performed  and  discharged.  When  the 
first  deposit  was  made  the  articles  of  incorporation  of  the  associa- 
tion authorized  the  directors  to  dispose  of  its  mortgages  as  pro- 
vided by  the  by-laws,  but  no  by-law  on  that  subject  had  been 
passed.  Within  a  few  months  the  articles  were  amended  so  as  to 
prohibit  the  association  from  disposing  of  its  mortgages^  Said 
articles  also  provided  that  the  directors  might  enter  into  such 
contracts  and  agreements  and  appoint  such  agent*  as  they  may 
deem  for  the  best  interest  of  its  atfairs.  The  statutes  of  its  dom- 
icile authorized  such  associations  to  deposit  their  securities  in 
other  states  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  permission  to  enter  and 
do  business  therein,  and  contained  provisions  regulating  such  trans- 
fers, apparently  designed  to  facilitate  the  convenient  using  and  trac- 
ing of  the  securities  deposited  for  that  purpose.  The  deposits  were 
changed  or  renewed  from  time  to  time  as  occasion  required,  and 
a  new  license  granted  from  year  to  year.  The  association  became 
insolvent,  and  a  receiver  was  appointed  for  it  in  the  state  of  its 
domicile.  Thereafter  plaintiff,  a  resident  shareholder,  procured 
the  appointment  of  a  receiver  in  this  state  for  the  purpose  of  se- 
Questrating  the  securities  deposited  with  the  state  treasurer  and 
aistributing  the  proceeds  among  resident  shareholders.  To  this 
action  the  fi^s^mentioned  receiver  was  made  a  party,  and  he  ap- 
peared and  claimed  the  securitiea     Held: 

(1)  That  the  securities  would  be  presumed  to  have  been  depos- 
ited in  a  bona  fide  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  association  to  com- 
ply with  the  laws  of  this  state. 

(2)  That  the  failure  of  the  association  to  comply  with  the  statu- 
tory provisions  of  the  state  of  its  domicile  in  making  such  deposit 
did  not  render  the  transfer  void,  compliance  with  such  provisions 
having  been  intended  as  a  matter  of  local  administration  merely, 
and  not  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  right  to  make  it. 

(3)  That  such  deposit  was  within  the  lawful  power  of  the  asso- 
ciation as  represented  by  its  directors^  and  the  action  of  the  di- 
rectors in  making  it  was  binding  upon  the  association  and  all  its 
members,  to  the  extent  and  according  to  the  terms  of  the  statute 
under  which  it  was  made. 

(4)  That  the  receiver  appointed  in  this  state  was  entitled  to  re- 
tain and  sell  or  collect  the  securities,  and  apply  the  proceeds  to 
the  redemption  in  full  of  all  shares  held  by  residents  of  this  state 
and  to  the  performance  and  discharge  of  all  the  association's  con- 
tracts and  obligations  to  members  and  persons  residing  herein, 
the  residue  if  any  to  be  turned  over  to  the  foreign  receiver. 

(5)  That  the  corporation  and  its  stockholders  had  waived  the 
right  to  question  the  validity  of  the  trust,  or  the  constitutionality 
of  sees.  2014a,  2014b,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.,  on  the  ground  that  they 
impaired  the  obligation  of  contracts,  even  thou;^h  in  case  of  in- 
solvency a  preference  was  thereby  secured  to  resident  shareholders. 
Lewis  V.  American  Savings  &  Loan  Asso.  203 

The  legislature  has  power  to  pass  laws  for  the  protection  of  its  citi- 
zens against  irresponsible  foreign  corporations  by  requiring  tliem, 
as  a  condition  precedent  to  transacting  business  in  this  state,  to 
deposit  securities  in  trust  for  the  redemption  of  their  obligations 
to  persons  residing  herein.  Ibid, 
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COSTS. 

See  Appeal,  17-19. 

Where  separate  judgments  are  rendered  against  insurance  com- 
panies joined  as  defendants,  whether  originally  so  joined  or  there- 
after by  a  consolidation  of  actions  separately  brought,  the  attor- 
ney's fees  recoverable  against  each  such  defendant  are  limited  to 
S20  under  ch.  235.  Laws  of  1893.  SL  Clara  Female  Academy  v,  N. 
W,  Nat.  Ins.  Co.  257 

Cotenancy.    See  Limitation  op  Actions.  2. 

Counterclaim.    See  Pleading,  7.    Vendor  and  Purchaser,  6L 

COUNTIEa 

See  District  Attorney. 

A  county  treasurer  made  a  claim  against  his  county  for  about  $500 
for  extra  services  which  were  in  fact  within  the  line  of  his  official 
duty,  and  the  claim  was  allowed  by  the  county  board,  and  the 
money  withdrawn  by  him  from  the  county  funda  After  demand 
of,  and  refusal  by,  the  county  board,  to  compel  a  return  of  the 
monej',  this  action  was  brought  by  plaintiff  in  his  own  behalf,  and 
that  of  other  taxpayers,  to  charge  such  treasurer  as  a  trustee 
of  such  money,  and  to  compel  him  to  account  for  the  same  and 
pay  it  into  the  county  treasury.  Held,. on  a  demurrer  to  the  com- 
plaint setting  up  the  facts: 

(1)  A  salaried  county  officer,  for  the  performance  of  the  duties 
of  his  official  position  and  service  whicli  he  performs  voluntarily 
as  such  officer  by  request  of  the  governing  body  of  the  corpora- 
tion, is  entitled  to  his  salary  only. 

(2)  An  officer  who  obtains  public  money  from  the  treasury  by 
forms  of  law,  ostensibly  for  extra  services,  but  to  which  he  has 
no  right  in  fact,  does  not  thereby  obtain  title  to  such  money,  and 
on  a  failure  of  the  proper  officers  to  rrr.pond  favorablj-  to  a  de- 
mand by  a  taxpayer  to  compel  a  return  of  such  money,  such 
taxpayer  may,  acting  in  his  own  behalf  and  in  behalf  of  other 
taxpayers,  maintain  an  action  to  charge  such  officer  as  a  trustee 
of  such  money,  and  to  compel  him  to  account  for  the  same  and 
pay  it  over  to  the  rightful  owner.     Quaw  v.  Paff,  58^ 

COUNTY  COURT& 

See  Appeal^  20.    Estates  of  Decedents,  3,  6,  7.    Trusts  and  Trust- 
ees, 1.    Wills,  3-5. 

Under  sec.  2471,  R  S.  1878  (providing  that  the  county  judge  may 
adjourn  any  term  of  the  court  to  his  office,  or  to  some  other  place, 
when  the  court  cannot  bo  conveniently  held  at  the  court  house  on 
account  of  the  sitting  of  the  circuit  court,  **or  for  any  other  cause  "), 
the  county  judge  of  Dodge  county  had  ample  discretionary  power 
to  hold  court  at  his  office  in  a  city  other  than  the  county  seat  for 
the  purpose  of  hearing  an  order  to  show  cause  in  a  proceeding  to 
execute  a  trust,  made  returnable  at  a  special  term  of  court  to  be 
held  at  that  place.     Cody  v.  Cody,  445- 

County  Officers.    See  Counties.    District  Attorney. 
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COURT  AND  JURY. 

See  Appeal,  15.  Instructions  to  Jury.  Insurance,  16.  Libei.,  2* 
Loos  AND  Lumber,  1.  Master  and  Servant.  11-13. 16,  25,  30-3a 
Municipal  Corporations,  9, 11,  12.  Negligence.  Railroads,  10. 
Street  Railways,  1,  2. 

1.  A  court  is  not  warranted  in  directing  a  verdict  unless  all  the  evi- 

dence produced,  giving  it  the  most  favorable  inference  it  will  rea- 
sonably bear,  and  admitting  that  it  establishes  all  that  it  tends  to 
establish,  would  not  sustain  a  verdict  for  the  other  party.  The 
fact  that  the  evidence  preponderates  one  way  so  strongl}'  that  it 
would  become  the  duty  of  the  court  to  set  aside  a  verdict  to  the 
contrary,  does  not  warrant  the  court  in  taking  the  case  from  the 
jury.    Lewis  i\  Prien,  87 

2.  Where  all  reasonable  probabilities  from  facts  unquestionably  estab- 

lished by  the  evidence  are  on  one  side  of  a  controversy,  the  testi- 
mony of  an  interested  party  to  the  contrary  does  not  create  a 
conflict  of  evidence  requiring  such  controversy  to  be  submitted  to 
and  determined  by  a  jury  or,  if  submitted,  support  their  determi- 
nation, if  contrary  to  all  such  reasonable  probabilities.  Flaherty 
V.  Harrison,  559 

COURT& 

See  Appeal,  20.     Comity.    County  Courts.    Insurance,  2.  Jurisdic- 
tion. Trusto  and  Trustees,  1. 

A  mere  public  nuisance,  even  though  an  aggravated  one,  does  not 
affect  the  sovereignty,  franchises,  or  prerogatives  of  the  state,  or 
the  liberties  of  its  people,  so  as  to  warrant  the  supreme  court  in 
entertaining  an  original  action  for  an  injunction.    Li  re  Hartung, 

140 
Covenant  to  renew.    See  Landlord  and  Tenant,  2-1 

Creditors'  Remedies.  See  Attachment.  Chattel  Mortgages. 
Fraudulent  Conveyances.  Garnishment.  Injunctions.  Liens. 
Municipal  Corporations,  6-8.  Partnership.  Receivers.  Vol- 
untary Assignment,  4-a 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PRACTICR 
See  Marriage,  2. 

1.  In  a  criminal  case,  error  in  ordering  the  drawing  of  additional  names 

from  the  supervisors'  lists  under  ch.  126,  Laws  of  1895,  when  the 
regular  panel  was  full,  is  held  to  have  been  cured,  where,  be- 
fore the  jury  was  completed,  the  court  sustained  the  defendant's 
objection  to  the  special  jurymen  so  drawn,  and  discharged  them, 
and  directed  the  sheriff  to  summon  additional  jurymen  from  the 
body  of  the  county  as  provided  by  sec.  2588,  R.  S.  1878,  from  whom, 
in  addition  to  the  regular  panel,  the  jury  was  finally  completed. 
French  v.  State,  341 

2.  No  question  as  to  the  regularity  of  the  jury  in  a  criminal  case  is 

available  on  writ  of  error,  where  no  objection  of  any  kind  was 

made  to  it  in  the  trial  court  Ibid, 

8w  The  action  of  the  trial  court  in  a  criminal  case  in  permitting  the 

testimony  of  a  witness  on  a  former  trial  to  be  read  in  evidence,  in 
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pursuance  of  an  oral  stipulation  between  the  attorneys  but  against 
the  objection  of  the  defendant  himself,  cannot  be  reviewed  on 
writ  of  error,  unless  such  testimony  is  preserved  in  the  bill  of  ex- 
ceptions* Ibid, 

4k  A  warrant,  issued  under  the  seal  of  a  court  having  power  to  issue 
it,  signed  by  the  clerk,  and  tested  in  the  name  of  the  judge  thereof, 
will  be  presumed  to  have  been  issued  by  the  court  or  under  its  di- 
rection.    Grimshaw  v.  State,  612 

-5.  The  reception  in  evidence,  as  against  the  plaintiff  in  error,  of  a 
statement  or  confession  made  in  his  absence  by  a  codefendant 
when  the  latter  was  arrested  and  brou^^ht  before  the  examining 
magistrate,  cannot  be  held  a  prejudicial  error,  where  the  bill  of 
exceptions,  which  is  certified  to  contain  all  the  evidence,  does  not 
contain  such  statement.  Ibid. 

6.  Where  the  statement  or  confession  of  a  defendant,  made  before  tbe 

examining  magistrate,  had  been  taken  down  in  shorthand  and 
afterwards  transcribed  by  the  reporter,  the  admission  of  such 
transcript  in  evidence  at  his  trial  was  not  erroneous  because  a 
trifling  and  immaterial  erasure  or  change  had  been  made  therein, 
especially  where  such  statement  was  fully  corroborated  by  the 
testimony  of  the  defendant  at  the  trial.  'ibid 

7.  In  a  prosecution  for  rape  committed  upon  a  girl  who,  although 

but  fifteen  years  of  age,  weighed  125  pounds  and  was  well  de- 
veloped and  accustomed  to  all  kinds  of  work,  by  a  man  whose 
acquaintance  she  had  made  that  night  at  a  country  dance  and 
who  was  accompanying  lier  to  the  place  where  she  worked,  the 
circumstances  established  by  the  evidence,  taking  the  testimony 
of  the  girl  as  true,  are  held  so  inconsistent  with  that  resistance  to 
the  best  of  her  ability  and  accomplishment  of  the  outrage  against 
her  will,  necessary  to  make  out  the  crime,  that  the  jury  were  not 
warranted  in  saying  that  guilt  was  established  beyond  a  reason- 
able doubt    Bohlniann  v.  State,  617 

8.  A  wife  is  not  a  competent  witness  against  her  husband  in  a  prose- 

cution for  adultery.     Cravcford  v.  State,  63S 

Cross-Bill.    See  Pleading,  3,  4 
Custom.    See  Officers. 

DAMAGEa 

See  L.IBEL.    Sale  of  Chattels,  4. 

An  instruction,  in  an  action  for  personal  injuries,  that  if  the  jury 
'*are  satisfied  from  the  evidence  that  the  injury  that  the  plaintiff 
suffered  is  permanent  in  its  nature,  and  will  continue  to  affect  his 
health  and  physical  condition  in  the  future,  .  .  .  you  should 
allow  him,  in  addition,  such  sum  as  will  reasonably  compensate 
him  for  such. pain  and  suffering  and  impairment  of  ability  to  earn 
a  livelihood  as  he  must  suffer  in  the  future,"  does  not  violate  the 
rule  that  permanent  disability  must  be  found  to  be  reasonably 
certain  before  such  damages  can  be  allowed.  Kenyan  u,  Man- 
do  in,  50 

Debtor  and  Creditor.  See  Attachment.  Chattel  Mortoageb. 
Fraudulent  Conveyances.  Garnishment.  Injunctions.  Ljensl 
Municipal  Corporations,  6-8.  Partnership.  Receivers.  Vol- 
untary Assignment. 

Deceit     See  Sale  op  Chattei^,  1-5. 
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Dedication.    See  Plats  op  Lanix 

Deeds.    See  Fraudulent  Conveyances,  1.    Limitation  of  Actions,  3. 

Mortgages,  3-8.    New  Trial,  1.    Plats  op  Land,  1.    Powers, 

Recording  Acts.    Tax  Titles. 

Definitions.    See  Words  and  Phrases. 

Delivery  of  contract.    See  Evidence,  1.    Insurance,  7. 

Demand.    See  Estates  op  Decedents,  7.    Towns,  1. 

Deposit  of  securities  by  foreign  loan  association.    See  Corporations. 

Discretion.    See  Appeal,  14.    County  Courts.    Vendor  and  Pur- 
'  chaser,  4. 

Dismissal  of  action  for  failure  to  bring  to  trial.    See  Appeal,  19. 

DISTRICT  ATTORNEY. 

A  district  attorney  cannot  recover  for  services  performed  for  his 
county  in  prosecuting  appeals  to  the  supreme  court,  where  such 
service?  were  rendered  without  expectation  of  receiving  pay 
therefor,  and  both  parties  supposed  at  the  time  that  they  were 
rendered  under  his  general  employment  as  district  attorney.  Bill- 
ings  r.  Oneida  Co.  584 

Divorce.    See  Parent  and  Child.    Trusts  and  Trustees. 

Dodge  County  Court.   See  County  Courts.  Trusts  and  Trustees,  1. 

Ejectment.    See  New  Trial,  1. 

Election  between  remedies.  See  Bills  and  Notes.  2.  Garnish- 
ment. Municipal  Corporations,  7.  Railroads,  3.  Voluntary 
Assignment,  5. 

Eminent  Domain.  See  Highways,  2,  3.  Railroads,  1-a 
Equity.  See  Clocd  on  Title.  Counties.  Courts.  Homesteads,  2. 
Injunctions.  Insurance,  1,3.  Judgment,  4.  Mortgages.  Part- 
nership, (2).  Pleading,  3,  5.  Receivers.  Sale  of  Chattels,  6. 
Taxation.  1.  Tax  Titles.  Towns,  1,  5.  Trusts  and  Trustees^ 
Vendor  and  Purchaser. 

ESTATES  OF  DECEDENTS. 
See  Appeal,  20.    Gifts.    Pleading,  14, 15.    Wills. 

1.  A  provision  in  a  contract  with  the  state  board  of  control  for  the 

construction  of  a  warden's  residence,  that  the  balance  of  the  con- 
tract price  should  be  paid  as  soon  as  the  board  were  satisfied  that 
the  work  had  been  completed  and  were  assured  against  the  exist- 
ence of  any  mechanics'  liens  on  the  building,  was  not  inserted  for 
the  benefit  of  the  material  men  or  mechanics,  but  solely  to  protect 
the  state  against  any  possible  expense  or  charge  on  account  of  such 
liens.  A  balance  due  the  contractor,  which  had  been  paid  over  to 
his  administrator  after  his  death,  did  not.  therefore,  constitute  a 
trust  fund  in  the  hands  of  the  latter  for  the  payment  of  claims  of 
laborers  or  material  men,  so  as  to  give  them  a  preference.  Camp- 
bell &  Cameron  Co.  v.  Estate  of  Carnagiey  99 

2.  The  fact  that  a  short  time  before  the  death  of  the  contractor  in  such 

case  he  examined  the  account  of  a  material  man,  agreed  upon  the 
balance  due  him,  and  orally  promised  to  pay  it  when  he  received 
the  balance  due  from  the  board  of  control,  would  not  impress  such 
balance  with  a  trust  in  favor  of  the  material  man.  i&td 
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8.  Upon  final  settlement  of  the  estate  of  a  testator  there  was  no  contest 
or  dispute  concerning  the  construction  of  the  will,  but  it  was 
understood  and  agreed  by  counsel  for  the  executors,  the  guardian 
ad  litem  for  the  remainderman,  and  the  county  Judge  that  the 
order  assigning  the  residue  should  be  substantially  in  the  language 
of  the  will,  and  a  judgment  to  tliat  effect  was  orally  announced 
and  rendered;  but  by  inadvertence  or  mistake  the  judgment  as 
drawn  by  the  attorneys  for  the  executora  and  actually  signed  and 
entered  was  substantially  different,  the  life  tenant  being  given 
more  apparent  authority  with  reference  to  the  dispos-^1  of  the 
corpus  of  the  estate.  Held,  that  the  record  could  be  correctedL 
upon  application  of  the  remainderman  after  the  death  of  the  life 
tenant,  so  as  to  conform  to  the  judgment  actually  pronouno?d 
and  rendered.    Hall  v.  Hall,  193 

4.  An  administrator  cannot  maintain  an  action  for  the  recovery  of 

his  decedent's  real  estate,  unless  it  is  shown  that  it  is  needed  for 
the  payment  of  debts  or  legaciea     Volk  v.  Stowelly  385 

5.  Defendant  and  plaintiffs'  testator  entered  into  a  contract  providing 

that  the  defendant  should  manage  the  testator's  farm  fcr  a  term 
of  five  years;  that  he  should  receive  therefor  $30  per*month,  and 
in  addition  fifteen  per  cent  of  the  farm  products  and  increase  of 
stock,  and  should  be  allowed  the  use  or  certain  buildings  and  a 
garden:  that  the  testator  might  declare  the  contract  forfeited 
only  in  case  of  failure  or  neglect  of  the  defendant  to  perform  it 
according  to  its  true  intent  and  meaning:  and  that  upon  the 
death  of  the  defendant  the  contract  should  be  determined  and 
any  wages  due  him  should  be  paid  to  his  heirs  or  legal  representa- 
tives by  the  testator  or  "his  heirs,  representatives,  or  assigns,  upon 
whom  this  contract  shall  be  binding."  By  his  will,  made  soon 
after,  the  testator  bequeathed  the  revenues,  benefits,  and  i)rofits 
arising  from  said  farm  to  his  grandchildren,  each  to  be  paid  his 
proper  share  thereof  after  attaining  his  majority,  untu  which 
time  said  proceeds  were  to  be  paid  to  the  testator's  children.  Held^ 
that  the  contract  vested  in  the  defendant  an  agency  or  authority, 
poupled  with  an  interest,  which  survived  the  testator  and  became 
binding  on  his  heirs  and  personal  representatives,  and  entitled 
the  defendant  to  continue  to  manage  the  farm  as  stipulated  in  the 
contract  Ibid. 

6.  Under  sees.  8853,  3856,  4014,  R  S.  1878,  to  the  effect  that,  after  the 

time  limited  for  creditors  to  file  their  claims  in  the  settlement  of 
the  estate  of  a  deceased  person,  the  county  court  shall  make  an 
order  for  the  payment  of  the  debts  in  whole  or  in  part,  or  a  divi- 
dend thereon,  according  to  the  circumstances  of  the  est^ite:  that 
when  the  time  shall  have  expired  under  such  order  or  judgment 
the  executor  or  administrator  and  his  bondsmen  shall  stand  per> 
sonally  liable  for  such  debts;  that  on  refusal  of  such  executor  or 
administrator  to  comply  with  the  demand  for  such  payment  as 
to  any  creditor,  an  action  may  be  brought  against  such'executor 
or  administrator  and  his  bondsmen,  for  such  debt,  by  permission 
of  the  court, —  the  order  or  judgment  for  payment,  though  made 
without  notice,  is  not  subject  to  collateral  attack.  Till  reversed 
on  appeal,  or  set  aside  in  some  direct  proceeding  for  that  pur|)ose, 
it  is  conclusive  on  all  the  questions  necessarily  adjudicated  and 
included  within  it  among  others,  that  there  is  a  suflficiency  of 
assets  to  pay  the  debts.    Roberts  v.  Weadock^  400 

7.  The  order  permitting  suit  on  the  bond  may  be  entered  without  no- 

tice, and  IS  not  open  to  collateral  attack.   The  condition  precedent 
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of  demand  for  payment  and  refusal,  which  must  precede  the  entry 
of  the  order,  is  not  open  to  question  except  on  appeal  from  the 
order,  or  in  some  direct  proceeding  to  vacate  or  avoid  it:  and  if 
that  were  not  so,  an  allef];ation  of  demand  and  refusal  in  the  com- 
plaint, not  put  in  issue  by  the  answer,  is  thereby  admitted  for  the 
purposes  of  the  action  upon  the  bond.  Ibid, 

Estoppel.  See  New  Trial,  3.  Vendor  and  Pdrchaser,  6,  Volun- 
tary Assignment,  5. 

EVIDENCE. 

See  Boundaries,  1.  Criminal  Law,  3,  5-8.  Libel,  8,  6.  Liens,  a 
Marriage.  Master  and  Servant,  1, 14,  26-29.  New  Trial,  3,  4 
Railroads  9, 10.    Wills,  4. 

1.  Parol  evidence  is  admissible  to  Show  that  a  writing,  which  is  in 

form  a  complete  contract,  of  which  there  has  been  a  manual  tra- 
dition, was  not  to  and  did  not  become  a  binding  contract  until  the 
performance  or  occurrence  of  some  condition  precedent  resting  in 
parol.    Nutting  v.  Minnesota  F,  Ins.  Co.  26 

2.  Communications  to  a  physician  of  facts  which  it  is  necessary  for 

him  to  know  in  order  to  treat  a  patient  intelligently  are  privileged, 
and  the  privilege  is  that  of  the  patient.     Kenyon  v.  Mondovi,     50 

3.  A  surgical  expert  who  testifies  that  the  plaintiff's  injury  was  a  se- 

vere sprain,  may  properly  testify  as  to  the  results  which  usually 
or  even  sometimes  attend  or  follow  such  an  injury.  Such  testi- 
mony, based  on  his  knowledge  or  experience,  cannot  fairly  be  re- 
garded as  speculative  or  conjectural    Crites  v.  New  Richmond^  55 

4.  To  rebut  the  presumption  of  a  consideration  raised  by  a  written  as- 

signment of  notes  by  a  testator  to  his  son,  plaintiffVattorney  testi- 
fied that  the  son,  in  his  deposition  taken  under  sec.  4096,  R  *S.,  had 
stated  that  no  consideration  was  paid.  Thereupon  the  court  held 
that  the  whole  deposition,  including  those  parts  j-elating  to  personal 
transactions  between  the  testator  and  his  son,  had  become  admissi- 
ble on  behalf  of  the  son.  Whether  this  ruling  was  wrong  is  not 
determined,  but  it  is  held  that  the  error,  if  any,  was  not  material, 
the  trial  being  by  the  court  and  there  being  sufficient  other  com- 
petent testimony  to  support  the  judgment.  In  such  a  case  the 
presumption  on  appeal  is  that  only  competent  testimony  had 
weight  with  the  court    McNally  v.  McAndrew,  63 

Exceptions.    See  Appeal,  8-11.    Criminal  Law,  3,  a 

Exbcdtions.  See  Cloud  on  Title,  2,  Homesteads.  Partnership. 
Receivers. 

Executors  and  Administrators.  See  Appeal,  20.  Estates  of  De- 
cedents.   Gifts.    Pleading,  14, 15.    Wilia 

Exemptions.    See  Homesteads. 

Expert  Testimony.  See  Evidence,  3.  Master  and  Servant,  14^  27, 
38.    New  Trial,  4. 

Failure  op  Proof.    See  Pleading,  1. 

Fai^e  Representations.    See  Sale  of  Chattels,  1-5. 

Fees.    See  Justices'  Courts,  1. 

Fellow-Servants.    See  Master  and  Servant,  15, 18,  20, 

Fences.    See  Highways,  a    Railroads,  5,  7. 

Findings  of  fact.    See  Appeal,  8-10, 12,  13. 
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Fires  negligently  set    See  Railroads,  4,  5. 

Foreclosure.    See  Appeal,  7,  18.    Liens,  4,  5,  7,  9.    Mortgages.  4-8. 

Foreign  Corporations.  See  Corporations.  Injunctions,  1,  2.  In- 
surance, 1,  2. 

Forfeiture.    See  Insurance,  5,  6.    Landlord  and  Tenant,  1. 

Fraud.  See  Attachment.  3.  Fraudulent  Conveyances.  Judomekt^ 
3.  Partnership.  Pleading,  13.  Sale  op  Chattels^  1-6.  Towns^ 
1,  5.    Voluntary  Assignment,  9. 

Frauds,  Statute  op.    See  Chattel  Mortgages.    Pleading,  14. 

FRAUDULENT  CONVEY ANCEa 

See  Chattel  Mortgages.    Homesteads,  2,    Partnership. 

1.  Plaintiff  commenced  a  tort  action  against  the  owner  of  a  farm,  in 
which  she  recovered  judgment.  Before  the  action  was  brought 
to  trial  the  defendant  conveyed  the  farm  without  consideration  to 
his  minor  son,  who  lived  with  him  on  the  farm,  by  a  deed  dated 
three  years  before  it  was  executed  and  acknowledged.  At  the 
same  time  the  son  executed  and  delivered  to  his  father  a  convey- 
ance of  the  premises,  in  form  a  warranty  deed,  but  in  fact  a  mort- 
gage to  secure  the  payment  of  a  note  for  $3,000.  A  finding  that 
the  conveyance  to  the  son  was  fraudulent  and  void  as  to  the 
plaintiff,  is  held  to  be  sustained  by  the  evidence.  Fischer  r. 
Schultz,  46^ 

SL  Findings  of  the  trial  court  that,  pending  plaintiffs'  actions  against 
an  insolvent  debtor,  the  latter  had  conveyed  lands  to  a  corpora- 
tion formed  by  him,  with  intent  to  hinder,  delay,  and  defraud  tliem 
in  the  collection  of  their  demands,  are  lield  to  have  been  b>ised 
upon  sufficient  evidence  and  will  not,  therefore,  be  disturbed  on 
appeaL     Casa  v.  Sutherland^  551 

GARNISHMENT. 
See  Justices'  Courts,  1.    Voluntary  Assignment,  2, 5,  7,  8. 

1,  The  principal  defendant  may  procure  the  discontinuance  of  garnish- 

ment proceedings  by  giving  the  undertaking  provided  for  in 
sec.  2771,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Scats.,  or  he  may  move  for  their  dismissal 
on  the  ground  that  he  owned  property  subject  to  execution  suf- 
ficient to  satisfy  the  claim;  and  his  election  of  the  former  remedy 
is  a  waiver  of  his  right  to  resort  to  the  latter,  at  least  until  he  has 
been  relieved  of  his  election  on  equitable  grounds.  Thoen  v.  Ham- 
Strom,  231 

2,  The  mere  fact  that  the  defendant  in  such  a  case,  at  the  time  of  mak- 

ing his  election,  was  ignorant  of  faci«  upon  which  he  subsequently 
moved  to  dismiss  the  proceedings  is  insufficient  to  warrant  the 
setting  aside  of  such  election,  where  such  ignorance  was  the  re- 
sult of  an  unexcused  failure  to  resort  to  means  of  knowledge 
reasonably  within  his  reach.  IbicL 

GIFTS. 

There  being  evidence  to  show  that  a  testator  had  delivered  notes 
and  a  mortgage  to  his  son  as  a  gift,  with  the  understanding 
that  the  testator  should  receive  the  interest  on  them  as  long  as 
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he  lived,  further  evidence  that  the  notes  were  afterwards  returned 
to  the  testator  to  enable  him  to  collect  the  interest,  and  were 
found  among  his  papers  after  his  decease,  did  not  establish  tho 
fact  that  there  had  been  no  gift  in  proesenti  or  that  there  had 
been  a  revocation  or  surrender  of  the  gift.    McNally  v,  McAndrew, 

HIGHWAYa 

See  Municipal  Corporations,  9-13.    Railroads,  6-10.    Taxation.  4. 

Towns,  2,  a 

1.  In  order  that  a  road  may  become  a  legal  highway  under  sec  1295, 
R  S.  1878,  by  reason  of  its  having  been  laid  out  and  recorded  and 
worked  for  three  years,  there  must  be  at  least  an  order  laying  out 
the  highway,  made  by  the  proper  oflScei*s  and  filed  in  the  ofiice  of 
the  town  clerk  of  the'town  in  which  it  is  situated.  Beyer  v.  Cran- 
don,  806 

21  The  laying  out  of  a  highway  is  not  the  taking  or  appropriation  of 
the  land  for  public  use.  Until  the  highway  has  been  opened  by 
order  of  the  supervisors,  the  public  acquires  no  right  to  its  use,  and 
the  owner  may  use  the  land  in  the  same  manner  as  he  did  before 
the  highway  was  laid  out    KeUar  v.  Earl,  488 

8.  Under  sec.  1284.  R  S.  1878  (providing  that  whenever  a  highway  is 
laid  out  through  inclosed,  cultivated,  or  improved  lands  the  super- 
visors shall  give  the  owner  or  occupant  notice  to  remove  his  fences 
within  such  time  as  they  may  deem  reasonable,  not  less  than  thirty 
days,  and  that  no  person  shall  be  required  to  remove  such  fences 
between  April  1  and  November  1  in  any  year),  and  sec.  1837  (pro- 
viding that  no  person  shall  be  required  to  remove  any  fence  under 
the  provisions  of  sees.  1834-1886,  except  between  November  1  and 
April  1,  unless  the  same  shall  have  been  made  within  three  months 
next  before  the  malting  of  the  order  for  removal),  an  order  served 
September  27.  requiring  a  landowner  to  remove  his  fence  within 
forty-five  days,  and  an  order  served  October  25,  requiring  him  to 
remove  it  within  thirty  days,  were  nullities,  where  such  fence  had 
not  been  built  within  three  months  of  the  making  of  the  orders. 

Ibid. 

HOMESTEADS. 

1.  A  mortgage  covering  a  homestead  and  other  lands  was  foreclosed 
and  the  entire  premises  sold,  the  nonexempt  portion  being  worth 
less  than  the  amount  of  the  debt.  Held,  that  the  surplus  money 
remaining  after  satisfaction  of  the  mortgage  debt  should  be  deemed 
proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  homestead,  and  exempt  from  execu- 
tion, under  sec.  2988,  R  S.    Clancey  v.  Aline,  229* 

2l  In  an  action  to  set  aside  as  fraudulent  a  conveyance  of  land,  part 
of  which  was  a  homestead,  and  to  subject  the  land  to  the  lien  of 
plaintilf's  execution,  the  debtor  by  failing  to  make  selection  of  his 
homesiead  or  to  claim  any  specihc  part  of  the  land  as  such  in  his 
answer,  waived  his  statutory  right  of  selection:  and  it  thereupon 
became  the  duty  of  the  court,  in  order  to  prevent  further  litigation, 
to  set  off  a  homestead  for  him.     Fischer  v.  Schuliz,  463 

Husband  and  Wife.  See  Criminal  Law.  8.  Marriage.  Married 
Women.    Parent  and  Child.    Vendor  and  Purchaser,  3. 

Incompetency  of  fellow-servant.    See  Master  and  Servant,  20,  24,  25, 
'  Infants.    See  Master  and  Servant.  7.    Parent  and  Child. 
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INJUNCTIONa 
See  Contempt.    Courts.    Insurance,  1,  2L 

I,  A  foreign  corporation,  doing  business  and  owning  property  in  this 
state,  became  insolvent  and  its  business  was  suspended  by  pro- 
ceedings against  it  in  another  state,  instituted  by  its  creditors,  in 
which  a  receiver  had  been  appointed.  Another  foreign  corpora- 
tion, a  mere  creditor  at  large  of  the  former,  without  attempting 
to  obtain  a  lien  of  any  kind  upon  its  proiierty,  commenced  in  this 
state  an  action  against  it  and  procured  tne  appointment  of  an  an- 
cilhiry  receiver  and  an  injunction  restraining  all  the  other  cred- 
itors from  prosecuting  actions  at  law  to  enforce  collection  of  like 
demands.  Heldf  that  the  granting  of  such  injunction  was  con- 
trary to  equity  practice  and  well-established  prirriples  of  inter- 
state comity;  and  that  it  was  not  authorized  by  sea  8*227,  R.  S. 
(providing  that  at  any  stage  in  proceedings  against  insolvent  cor- 
porations "the  court  may  restrain  all  proceedings  by  any  other 
creditor  against  the  defendant  in  such  action"), —  seca  321^-^228 
beinp:  applicable  only  to  proceedings  against  insolvent  domestic 
corporations.    State  ex  rel.  Fowler  v.  Circuit  Court,  143 

%  The  granting  of  the  injunction  in  such  a  case,  although  ill-advised 
and  erroneous,  was  not  absolutely  void,  since  the  court  had  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  subject  matter  —  the  administration  of  the  assets  of 
an  insolvent  corporation  —  and  of  the  parties.  Ibid. 

8.  The  fact  that  an  injunction  issued  by  a  court  having  jurisdiction 
was  erroneous  affords  no  justification  or  excuse  for  its. violation; 
but  such  fact  may  properly  be  taken  into  consideration  in  award- 
ing punishment  for  its  breach.  Jbid, 

Insolvency.   See  Corporations.   Injunctions,  1, 2.   Receivebs.  Vol- 
untary Assignment. 

INSTRUCTIONS  TO  JURY. 

^ee  Appeal,  8.    DAMAaK&    Libel,  2.    Master  and  Servant,  13, 13,  IS, 
30,  31.    Negligence,  3.    Sale  of  Chattels,  2.  3. 

1.  A  refusal  to  give  special  instructions  asked,  is  not  error  if,  though 

correct  in  themselves,  they  are  substantially  given  in  the  general 
charge.    Kenyan  v,  MondovU  50 

2.  An  instruction  which,  standing  alone,  might  mislead  the  jury  is  not 

error  when  so  qualified  as  not  to  have  that  effect  Ibid. 

8.  An  instruction  that  the  jury  should  find  a  verdict  upon  the  pre- 
ponderance of  the  evidence  is  held  not  to  have  been  error,  where 
they  were  further  told  in  the  same  connection  that  they  should 
make  their  answers  in  accordance  with  their  conviction  or  belief, 
from  the  evidence,  as  to  what  the  truth  really  waa  Curran  v.  A, 
H,  Stange  Co.  598 

INSURANCE. 

Foreign  benefit  association:  Use  of  name:  Right  to  license, 
1.  A  foreign  fraternal  or  beneficiary  association  which  has  conducted 
business  under  a  certain  name  or  designation  for  many  years  will 
not  be  restrained  from  the  use  of  such  name  at  the  suit  of  a  do- 
mestic association,  organized  under  a  similar  name  for  similar  pur- 
poses more  than  ten  years  after  the  former  commenced  to  transact 
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business  in  this  state.  High  Court  Wis.  L  0,  F.  v.  Commissioner 
of  Insurance,  94 

2.  The  question  whether  a  foreign  fraternal  benefit  association  is  en- 
titled to  a  license  to  transact  business  in  this  state,  under  ch.  418, 
Laws  of  1891,  is  a  matter  to  be  decided  by  the  proper  authorities 
of  the  state,  and  cannot  be  determined  in  advance  by  the  courts, 
in  an  action  brought  by  another  corporation  to  restrain  the  issu- 
ance of  the  license.  Ibid. 

Joinder  of  insurance  companies  as  parties.    See  CosTa 

Life  insurance. 

8.  Where  the  act  incorporating  a  mutual  life  insurance  company 
(sec.  4,  ch.  43,  P.  &  L.  Laws  of  1869)  conferred  upon  the  board  of 
directors  power  to  enact,  repeal,  alter,  or  amend  all  by-laws,  rules, 
and  regulations  for  the  management  of  the  affaira  of  this  company 
not  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this  charter,  nor  contrary 
to  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States,  that  body  had 
power  to  iMiss  a  by-law  providing  that  certificates  of  membership 
should  be  rendered  absolutely  void  in  case  the  insured  came  to  his 
death  by  his  own  hand  in  any  manner  other  than  by  accident. 
HugJies  v.  Wis.  O.  F.  Mut  Life  Ins.  Co.  293 

4.  Where  a  member  of  a  mutual  life  insurance  company  stipulated  in 

his  application,  which  formed  part  of  the  contract  of  insurance, 
that  he  would  "conform  in  all  respects  to  the  by-laws,  rules,  and 
regulations  of  this  company  now  in  force,  or  which  may  be  here- 
after adopted  by  the  same  or  its  board  of  directors,"  he  and  his 
beneficiaries  are  as  effectually  bound  by  an  amendment  to  the  by- 
laws, adopted  by  the  board  of  directors  after  the  policy  took  effect, 
avoiding  it  in  case  the  insured  committed  suicide,  as  if  such  by-law- 
had  been  in  force  at  the  time  he  became  a  member.  Morrison  i\ 
Wis.  0.  F.  M.  L.  Ins.  Co.  59  Wis.  162,  distinguished.  Ibid. 

5.  A  mutual  life  insurance  company  did  not  waive  its  right  to  insist 

upon  a  forfeiture  by  accepting  and  retaining  proofs  of  loss  and 
paying  two  other  policies,  without  objection,  and  arranging  with 
the  beneficiary,  through  its  secretary,  for  her  to  attend  meetings 
of  the  board  of  directors  at  which  the  matter  of  her  claim  was  to 
be  considered,  notwithstanding  she  incurred  some  expense  in  at- 
tending such  meetings.  Ibid. 

6.  The  charter  and  by-laws  of  a  mutual  insurance  company  provided 

for  assessments  on  members  whenever,  in  the  opinion  of  the  secre- 
tary, the  policy  fund  was  insufficient  to  pay  outstanding  unpaid 
losses.  Notice  of  an  assessment  to  replenish  such  fund  stated 
that  the  company  had  received  notice  and  proof  of  death  of  plaint- 
iff's insured  and  eleven  others,  specifying  the  amount  for  which 
each  was  insured.  It  was  not  shown  how  much,  if  any,  of  this 
assessment  was  collected,  or  that  any  specific  part  of  it  was  paid, 
collected,  or  appropriated  to  pay  the  plaintiff's  claim.  Held,  that 
such  replenishing  of  the  policy  fund  did  not  involve  any  admission 
of  liability  on  account  of  plaintiff's  claim,  or  any  waiver  of  a  for- 
feiture of  the  policy  under  which  she  claimed,  by  reason  of  the 
suicide  of  the  insured.  Ibid, 

Fire  insurance. 

7.  An  insurance  agent,  on  handing  a  policy  to  the  broker  who  was 

acting  for  the  insured,  said  that  he  would  like  to  keep  it  a  few 
days  until  he  knew  wliether  the  insurer  would  carry  the  risk,  and 
then  took  it  away  and  retained  it.  and  did  not  notify  the  broker 
of  the  insurer's  refusal  to  carry  the  risk.  Held,  that  there  was  no 
Vol.  98  — 43 
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completed  contract  of  insurance,  because  the  policy  was  never  de- 
livered.   Nutting  v.  Minnesota  F,  Ins.  Co.  26 

8.  Where  an  insurance  policy  contains  a  provision  to  the  effect  that  it 

shall  be  void  if  the  title  of  the  assured  to  the  property  covered 
by  the  policy  is  other  than  sole  and  unconditional,  if  the  agent 
who  solicits  the  insurance,  receives  and  transmits  the  application, 
delivers  the  policy,  and  receives  the  premium,  knows  at  the  time 
of  siich  delivery  that  the  title  of  the  assured  is  other  than  sole  ami 
unconditional,  the  provision  in  that  regard  is  waived ;  and  such  is 
the  case  notwithstanding ^the  policy  also  contains  a  provision  pro- 
hibiting the  agent  from  waiving  any  of  its  conditions,  except  in 
writing  thereon  or  attached  thereta  St.  Clara  Female  Academy  v. 
N.  W.  Nat  Ins.  Co.  257 

9.  Where  such  agent  knows  that  the  interest  of  the  assured  is  other 

than  sole  and  unconditional,  and  Insures  the  whole  title,  if  the 
assured  has  an  insurable  interest,  the  recovery  on  the  policy  in 
case  of  loss  is  not  affected  by  the  mere  fact  that  another  person 
also  had  an  interest  therein.  IbicL 

10.  When  a  building  has  been  so  damaged  as  to  lose  its  specific  char- 

acter as  such,  and  it  can  no  longer  be  called  a  building,  then  it  is 
wholly  destroyed  within  the  meaning  of  sec.  1943,  R  &  Ibid. 

11.  When  the  structure  has  been  destroyed  so  as  to  leave  nothing  but 

badly  damaged  foundation  walls,  it  has  been  wholly  destroyed  as 
a  matter  of  law,  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute  referred  to. 

Ibid, 

12.  The  words  "wholly  destroyed,"  as  used  in  the  statute,  refer  to  the 

thing  insured,  not  solely  its  value.  Ibid. 

IS.  If  a  building,  when  in  process  of  construction  under  an  entire  build- 
ing contract  which  provides  that  the  owner  shall  insure  it  in  the 
names  of  tiie  owner  and  contractor  for  such  sums  from  time  to 
time  as  they  may  agree  upon,  loss,  if  any,  payable  as  their  inter- 
ests shall  appear,  be  insured  by  such  owner  in  his  own  name  alone, 
but  for  a  sum  intended  to  cover  the  entire  property,  no  agreement 
having  been  made  with  the  contractor  under  the  terms  of  the  con- 
tract, and  it  be  destroyed  and  thereafter  rebuilt  by  such  contractor^ 
the  amount  recoverable  on  the  policies  cannot  be  diminished: 

(a)  From  the  mere  fact  of  sucn  restoration; 

(b)  In  any  event,  unless  the  facts  showing  such  restoration  solely 
under  the  terms  of  the  building  contract  are  pleaded  as  a  defense 
and  established  by  evidence; 

(c)  From  the  fact  that  some  other  person  whom  the  assured  had  a 
right  to  represent  had  an  interest  in  the  property.  Ibid. 

14.  Under  the  rule  that  where  the  language  of  a  contract  is  plain  and 

unambiguous,  and  where  words  or  terms  in  a  contract  may  be 
reasonably  construed  in  either  of  two  ways  but  extrinsic  evidence 
is  not  resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in  the  construction, 
the  proper  construction  of  the  contract  is  for  the  court,  the  proper 
construction  of  language  in  an  insurance  policy,  to  the  effect  that 
the  insurer  would  not  be  liable  for  loss  by  "fires  caused  by  the  use 
of  steam  engines  on  the  premises  insured,  other  than  threshing 
machine  engines  using  coal  for  fuel,  with  sufficient  wood  to  kindle 
or  start  the  fire,"  was  a  question  solely  for  the  court  Thurston  r. 
Burnett  &  Beaver  Dam  F.  M.  F.  Ins.  Co.  476   , 

15.  Such  clause  prohibited  the  use  of  wood,  except  to  efficiently  start 

combustion  in  the  coal;  the  use  of  wood  thereafter  was  within 
the  excepted  risk;  and  when  wood  was  so  used,  up  to  a  short  time 


Wis.]  index.  C75 


before  the  fire  occurred,  such  fire  was  not  caused  by  an  engine 
*'  using  coal  for  fuel  with  sufficient  wood  to  kindle  or  start  the 
fire."  because  coal  was  the  last  fuel  put  into  the  fire-box  before  the 
fire  occurred.  Ibid 

16.  The  evidence  being  to  the  effect  that  wood  was  used  to  make  power 
for  a  considerable  length  of  time,  and  then  coal  was  put  into  the 
furnace  as  needed,  and  as  a  helper,  for  about  fifteen  minutes, 
which  disappeared  before  the  fire  occurred,  such  fire  was  clearly 
within  the  excepted  risk,  and  there  was  no  question  on  the  8ul> 
ject  to  be  left  to  the  jury.  Ibid, 

IXTENT.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  14 

Interest.    See  Appeal,  18.    Taxation,  2.    Tax  Titles,  1. 

Interstate  Comity.    See  Comity.    Injunctions,  1. 

Joinder. 
•Qf  causes  of  action.    See  Libel,  4.    Pleading,  15. 
Of  parties.    See  Costs.    Married  Women,  2.   Pleading,  6t   Sale  op 
CJhattels,  5.    Trusts  and  Trustees,  2. 

JUDGMENT. 

Several  judgment  against  person  sued  as  jointly  liable:  Verdict 

1.  Under  sec.  2885,  R  S.  1878  (providing  that  when  it  appears  on  the 

trial  of  an  action  against  several  defendants  sought  to  be  charged 
as'  jointly,  or  jointly  and  severally,  liable,  that  some  were  liable 
and  others  not,  judgment  mav  be  rendered  against  either  or  any 
of  the  defendants  found  likble),  a  judgment  may  be  rendered 
against  one  of  several  defendants  sued  as  copartners,  notwith- 
standing the  entire  failure  of  proof  as  to  a  partnership  liability. 
Little  V,  Staples,  344 

2.  An  error  in  such  case  in  rendering  a  verdict  in  form  against  all  the 

defendants  and  entering  judgment  against  one  defendant  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  undis}>uted  facts,  did  not  affect  substantial 
rights,  and  is  therefore  disregarded,  under  sec.  2829,  R  S.  187». 

Ibid, 

In  ejectment:  Condition  precedent    See  New  Trial,  1, 

Reforming  mortgage:  Form.    See  Mortgages,  8. 

Res  adjudicata.  See  Estates  op  Decedents,  6.  Master  and  Serv- 
ant, 21. 

Collateral  attack.  See  Estates  op  Decedents,  C,  7.  Justices'  Courts,  2. 

3.  Fraud  in  the  procurement  of  a  judgment  does  not  affect  the  juris- 

diction of  the  court  rendering  it,  so  as  to  render  the  judgment 
open  to  collateral  attack.    Cody  u  Cody,  445 

Correction,    See  Estates  op  Decedents,  3, 
Restraining  collection.    See  Towns,  1,  5. 
Setting  aside.    See  Appeal^  2. 

4.  Equity  will  not  interfere  to  set  aside  a  judgment  which  is  merely 

void  or  voidable  but  not  unjust,  but  will  leave  the  defendant  to 
his  remedy  at  law.    Purcell  v,  Kleaver,  102 

Reversal  on  appeal    See  Appeal,  Affirmance  and  reversal 

Proof.    See  Partnership,  (1). 

Judicial  Notice.    See  Attorneys,  2, 
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JURISDICTION. 

See  Appeal,  5,  20.  Courts.  Injunctions,  2.  Judgment,  a  Service 
OP  Summons.  Trusts  and  Trustees,  1.  Wills,  3-5. 
Where  the  jurisdiction  of  a  court  is  attacked  directly,  and  there  is 
no  proof  of  the  facts  upon  which  the  question  of  jurisdiction  rests, 
no  intendments  in  favor  of  jurisdiction  can  be  indulged  in  except 
such  as  are  supported  by  the  record,  if  the  record  attempts  to  deal 
>»ith  that  question.    Heminway  v.  Reynolds^  501 

Jurors.    See  Criminal  Law,  1,  3. 
Jury.    See  Court  and  Jury.    Instructions  to  Jury.    Verdict. 

JUSTICES'  COURTa 

1.  Sec.  3781,  R.  S.  1878  (providing  that  "in  actions  against  a  garnishee, 

the  person  summoned  to  answer  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  the 
same  fees  for  travel  and  attendance  as  a  witness,  and  he  shall  not 
be  bound  to  appear  or  answer  unless  his  fees  for  travel  and  one 
day's  attendance  shall  be  first  paid  **)»  construed  in  connection 
with  sec.  3778  (providing  that  "if  any  witness  shall  attend  upon 
two  or  more  cases  in  the  same  day  before  the  same  justice's  court," 
he  shall  receive  pay  as  in  one  case  only),  requires  but  one  attend- 
ance fee  and  one  traveling  fee  to  be  paid  to  a  person  to  require 
him  to  appear  and  answer  as  a  garnishee  in  several  actions  brought 
by  the  same  plaintiff  against  him.  returnable  at  the  same  time  and 
place  before  the  same  justice.     Walsh  v,  Timlin,  333 

2.  Where  there  is  the  office  of  justice  of  the  peace  in  a  municipal  cor- 

poration, and  a  judgment  rendered  by  a  person  purporting  to  act 
as  such  justico,  in  the  absence  of  evi&ence  to  the  contrary  it  will 
be  presumed,  in  favor  of  such  judgment,  that  the  person  so  act- 
ing was  in  possession  of  the  office,  hence  at  least  a  de  facto  jus- 
tice, and  the  judgment  not  open  to  collateral  attack.  McCormick 
V.  Clevelund,  b22 

Laches.    See  Garnishment,  3. 

Land  Contract.  See  Contempt.  Mortgages,  1,  2.  Municipal  Cor- 
porations, 3,  4.  Pleading,  14.  Recording  Acts.  Vendor  and 
Purchaser,  1-4. 


LANDLORD  AND  TENANT. 


1. 


A  lessor,  upon  default  in  the  payment  of  rent  brought  summary  pro- 
ceedings to  recover  possession  of  the  premises.  From  a  judgment 
awarding  such  possession  to  him  the  lessee  appealed,  and  gave  an 
undertaking,  under  sec.  3368,  R.  S.,  to  stay  proceedings  during  the 
pendency  of  the  appeal,  conditioned  to  pay  rent  during  such  pend- 
ency. £feld,  that  tlie  lessor  did  not,  by  accepting  the  rent  secured 
by  such  undertaking,  waive  his  right  to  insist  on  the  forfeiture  of 
tlie  lease  lor  nonpayment  of  previous  rent.  Palmer  u  City  Livery 
Co,  *  33 

2.  A  general  covenant  in  a  lease  to  extend  or  renew  implies  an  addi- 
tional term  equal  to  the  first,  and  upon  the  same  terms,  including 
tliat  of  rent,  except  tlie  covenant  to  renew.  Kollock  t?.  Scribner,   104 

8.  A  general  covenant  to  extend  or  renew  a  lease  does  notimply  a  con- 
tinuation or  renewal  of  the  special  covenant,  because  tliat  would 
liave  the  effect,  by  construction,  to  make  the  lease  perpetual,  or  to 
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call  for  renewals  in  perpetuity.  Such  interests  in  land  are  not 
favored  in  the  law,  and  are  not,  therefore,  upheld  by  construction 
or  deduction  from  general  language.  Ibid, 

4k  The  question  of  whether  a  covenant  to  extend  a  lease  implies  the 
making  of  a  new  lease,  was  settled  in  this  state  in  Orton  v.  Noonan, 
27  Wis.  272,  in  the  affirmative,  and  a  fortiori  a  covenant  to  renew 
must  have  the  same  effect.  Ibid, 

LIBEL. 

1.  In  an  action  for  the  publication  of  an  open  letter  which  was  libel- 

ous per  86,  the  defendant  may,  under  sec.  2678,  R.  S.,  set  up  both 
the  truth  of  the  matter  charged  as  defamatory  and  any  mitigat- 
ing circumstances  to  reduce  the  damages,  including,  in  this  case, 
a  newspaper  article  published  by  the  plaintiff  two  weeks  earlier, 
to  which  the  alleged  libel  professed  to  be  a  reply.  Candrian  v. 
Miller,  164 

2.  In  an  action  for  the  publication  of  an  article  libelous  per  se,  a  re- 

fusal to  instruct  that  anj'  sum  less  than  $50  would  not  be  sub- 
stantial damages  because  it  would  not  carry  costs,  is  held,  not  to 
be  erroneous,  the  question  of  damages  being  peculiarly  for  the 
jury.  Ibid, 

8.  In  such  a  case  the  plaintiff  introduced  letters  written  by  the  defend- 
ant for  the  avowed  purpose  of  proving  express  malice.  Before 
resting,  however,  his  counsel  stated  that  he  desired  "the  record 
to  show  that  we  make  no  claim  for  punitory  damages,"  and  then 
offered  another  letter  of  the  same  general  character.  The  evi- 
dence of  malice  was  not  formally  withdrawn.  Held,  that  the  ad- 
mission of  evidence  in  mitigation  of  damages,  against  plaintiff's 
objection  that  no  punitory  damages  were  claimed,  was  not  error. 

Ibid. 

4.  Where  an  article  contains  several  libelous  expressions,  each  of  such 

expressions  is  in  legal  effect  a  separate  cause  of  action.  Ibid, 

5.  Under  sea  2678,  R.  S.  (providing  that  "the  defendant  may  in  liis 

answer  allege  both  the  truth  of  the  matter  charged  as  defamatory, 
and  any  mitigating  circumstances,  to  reduce  the  amount  of  dam- 
ages; and  whether  he  prove  the  justification  or  not,  he  may  give 
in  evidence  the  mitigating  circumstances  '*),  actual  or  compensa- 
tory damages  cannot  be  reduced  by  mitigating  circumstano.es. 

Ibid, 

6.  In  an  action  for  libel  evidence  of  the  plaintiff's  bad  character  with 

reference  to  any  of  the  defamatory  charges  is  admissible  under  a 
general  denial  in  mitigation  of  actual  daranges.  Ibid, 

License  to  foreign  benefit  association.    See  Insurance,  2. 

LIENa 

Of  mechanics,  etc,  for  labor  and  materials.  See  Estates  of  Deced- 
ents, 1. 
1.  The  plaintiff,  as  subcontractor,  furnished  glass  for  a  building  to  the 
principal  contractor,  who  used  it  in  the  building,  but  discovering 
that  a  portion  of  it  was  defective  notified  the  plaintiff,  who  there- 
upon shipped  new  glass  to  replace  that  which  was  defective.  Such 
new  glass  was  received  at  the  railroad  depot  agreed  upon  as  the 
place  for  delivery,  but  was  left  there  and  never  used  in  the  build- 
ing.    The  plaintiff  gave  to  the  owner  of  the  building  wriiten 
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notice  of  his  claim  for  a  lien  within  sixty  days  after  the  second 
shipment,  but  not  until  more  than  sixty  days  after  the  first  ^lass 
was  used  in  the  building,  and  not  until  after  such  owner  had  set- 
tled with  and  paid  the  principal  contractor.  Held,  that  the  right 
to  a  lien  under  sec.  3315,  R  S.,  was  lost  by  such  delay  in  giving 
the  required  notice.    Brown  &  Haywood  Co,  v.  Trane,  1 

2l  The  owners  of  a  building  entered  into  a  written  contract  with  A. 
to  equip  it  with  the  necessary  machinery  for  a  flouring  mill,  every 
article  to  be  furnished  being  expressly  indicated.  About  two 
weeks  after  the  contract  had  been  completed  and  accepted  in 
writing,  and  after  the  mill  had  been  in  operation  about  that  length 
of  time,  the  owners  purchased  new  pulleys  of  A-  for  the  purpose 
of  increasing  the  power.  Witliin  six  months  from  the  date  of  the 
charge  for  said  pulleys,  but  more  than  six  months  from  the  date 
of  the  last  charge  under  the  written  contract.  A.  filed  a  claim  for  a 
lien  against  the  premises  for  the  purchase  price  of  all  the  materials 
furnished.  Heldy  that  the  pulleys  were  furnished  under  a  separate 
contract,  and  the  claim  wtis  therefore  filed  too  late  to  preserve  the 
lien  for  the  materials  furnished  under  the  written  contract  Broini 
V.  Edward  R  Allis  Co.  120 

8.  A  building  was  constructed  and  equipped  as  a  macaroni  factory 
and  operated  as  such  for  about  two  weeks.  The  owners  then  put 
in  flouring-mill  machinery.  In  an  action  to  determine  the  prior- 
ity of  various  liens  and  mortgji^es  on  the  premises,  the  admission 
of  evidence  that  the  owners  had  no  int^^ntion  of  putting  in  the 
milling  maclunery  until  after  the  macaroni  factory  had  been  com- 
pleted is  held  not  to  have  been  error.  Ibid, 
On  loga  and  lumber. 

4.  In  an  action  in  the  circuit  court  to  enforce  a  statutory  lien  for  work 
on  logs,  timber,  and  lumber,  an  undertaking  on  atUichment,  under 
sec.  5,  ch.  139,  Laws  of  1891,  is  not  required,  unless  ordered  by  the 
circuit  court  or  judge  on  ten  days"  notice  of  the  application  there- 
for to  the  person  who  sued  out  the  writ  of  attachment.  De  Morris 
V,  Wilbur  Lumber  Co,  465 

6.  A  person  holding  a  lienable  claim  under  the  laws  of  this  state,  for 

work  done  on  logs,  timber,  or  lumber,  may  enforce  collection  of 
the  entire  claim  out  of  any  part  of  the  property  subject'to  such 
lien.  Ibid, 

C  Where  a  person,  without  notice,  actual  or  constructive,  of  the  exist- 
ence of  lienable  claims  on  logs,  timber,  or  lumber,  under  the  stat- 
utes of  this  state,  buys  such  property  in. the  regular  course  of 
trade,  pays  full  value  therefor,  transports  the  same  at  considerable 
expense  for  freight  charges  from  the  place  of  manufacture,  and 
thereby  enhances  its  market  value,  he  is  not,  by  reason  of  the 
facts,  entitled  to  protection  as  a  bona  fide  purchaser  or  otherwise, 
against  the  lien  claim,  because  sees.  1,  4  of  the  lien  law  of  1891 

f>rovide  that  the  lien  claim  shall  take  precedence  of  all  claims, 
iens,  or  incumbrances  created  on.  or  sales  made  of,  the  property, 
eitiicr  before  or  after  the  doing  of  the  lienable  work,  and  that  no 
purchase  of  the  property,  within  the  time  for  filing  the  lien  claim, 
shall  prejudice  the  rights  of  the  claimant  Ibid, 

7.  Actions  to  enforce  liens  for  labor  on  logs  and  timber  are  actions  at 

law.  Ibid, 

8.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  lien  law,  to  the  effect  that  for  work 

done  between  the  1st  day  of  November  and  the  1st  day  of  May  fol- 
lowing, or  commenced  on  a  day  prior  to  the  1st  day  of  November 
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and  continued  without  interruption  to  a  day  between  the  1st  day 
of  November  and  the  1st  day  of  May  following,  the  lien  petition 
shall  be  filed  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  June  next  thereafter,  and 
that  for  work  commenced  after  the  1st  day  of  May  and  terminated 
before  the  1st  day  of  November  following,  the  lien  petition  shall 
be  filed  within  thirty  days  after  the  doing  of  the  last  work,  the 
filing  of  a  lien  petition  on  the  3d  day  of  April  for  work  done 
partly  between  the  1st  day  of  May  and  the  1st  day  of  November 
preceding,  and  partly  thereafter,  the  whole  work  not  being  contin- 
uous from  first  to  last,  is  too  late  to  preserve  the  lien  for  work 
done  prior  to  such  1st  day  of  November.  Ibid 

9.  In  an  action  to  enforce  a  lien  upon  lumber,  eta,  under  ch.  139,  Laws 
of  1891,  evidence  that  after  plaintiff  commenced  to  do  the  work  in 
defendant's  mill,  for  which  the  lien  was  claimed,  the  mill  was  in 
operation  cutting  lumber;  that  there  were  manufactured  inch 
and  two-inch  hemlock  lumber,  chair  stock,  wagon  tongues,  and 
the  like;  and  that  this  was  the  lumber  upon  which  the  lien  waR 
claimed,  is  held  sufficient  to  sustain  a  finding  that  plaintiff's  work 
was  performed  in  manufacturing  logs  and  timber  into  planks,  etc. 
Bernhardt  v.  Rice,  518 

10.  The  log-lien  law  (ch.  139,  Laws  of  1891)  being  an  independent  enact- 

ment and  not  a  part  of  ch.  143,  R,  S.  1878,  and  specific  provision 
having  been  made  in  it  that  claims  for  liens  not  represented  by 
time  orders  can  be  assigned  only  to  persons  claiming  a  lien  upon 
the  same  proi)erty.  it  icoidd  seem  that  a  log  lien  is  not  assignable 
under  sec.  3316,  R.  S.  1878,  making  a  claim  for  lien  under  said  ch. 
143  (which  originally  covered  the  subject  of  log  liens)  assignable. 

Ibid, 

11.  An  instrument,  in  form  an  assignment  of  a  log-lien  claim,  by  the 

terms  of  which  tlie  assignee  was  to  collect  the  claim  and  out  of 
the  proceeds  pay  the  expenses  of  collection,  then  pay  certain  of 
the  assignor's  debts,  including  a  debt  to  the  assignee,  and  turn 
over  tlie  balance  to  the  assignor,  did  not  amount  to  an  assignment 
or  transfer  of  the  right  to  the  lien  so  as  to  destroy  the  lien,  but 
created  certain  express  trusts  in  favor  of  the  assignor,  who  re- 
mained the  real  owner  of  the  claim,  with  power  to  control  the 
same  at  all  times.  Caldwell  v,  Lawrence^  10  Wis.  331,  and  I'ewks- 
bury  V.  Branson,  48  Wis.  581,  distinguished.  Ibid, 

Of  Judgments:  Enforcement,    See  Receivers. 

Life  Insurance.    See  Insurance,  3-6. 

LIMITATION  OF  ACTIONS. 

See  Municipal  Corporations,  8.    Pleading,  11,  16.    Railroads,  1,  2. 

1.  In  an  action  on  a  promissory  note  given  in  1881  in  settlement  of  an 
account  stated,  it  appeared,  among  other  things,  that  between 
that  time  and  1894  defendant  ran  an  open  store  account  with 
plaintiff,  payments  being  made  from  time  to  time  in  money  and 
produce,  frequently  when  he  owed  nothing;  that  the  note  was  not 
mentioned  during  such  time;  that  no  specific  application  of  such 
paj'ments  was  made,  but  the  defendant  instructed  the  plaintiff  to 
give  him  credit  therefor  and  the  latter  credited  them  on  his  books; 
that  in  1893  the  plaintiff  wrote  the  defendant  for  monej'  without 
specifying  for  what  the  same  was  due;  that  the  defendant  sup- 
posed his  account  was  paid,  but  nevertheless  made  a  payment 
without  applying  the  same;  that  ou  March  31,  1893,  defendant 
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made  his  last  purchase  of  plaintiff  and  thereafter  there  remained 
a  balance  to  his  credit  on  the  latter's  book««;  that  in  1894  defend- 
ant made  a  further  payment  without  inr|uirinj?  as  to  the  condition 
of  his  account  or  making  any  application;  that  thereafter  plaint- 
iff applied  such  balance,  including  such  last  payment,  to  the  pay- 
ment of  interest  on  the  note.  Held,  that  the  note  was  taken  out 
of  the  statutes  of  limitation  by  part  payment  Lyle  v.  Eitser,  2o4 
2.  Lands  descended  to  a  husband  and  wife  as  tenants  in  common.  The 
wife  died  leaving  as  her  heirs  several  children,  some  of  whom  were 
married  women,  to  whom  her  interest  descended  subject  to  the 
husband's  estate  by  the  curtesy.  The  husband  thereafter  executed 
a  warranty  deed  of-.the  whole  premises  purporting  to  convey  the 
whole  title,  and  the  grantee  went  into  possession.  In  18G3  the  hus- 
band died.  Held,  that  the  ten-years  statute  of  limitation  com- 
menced to  run  against  the  heirs  of  the  wife,  not  under  disability, 
upon  the  death  of  the  husband,  and  against  the  married  women 
upon  the  enactment  of  ch.  29,  Laws  of  1872,  removing  the  disability 
of  coverture.  An  action  by  said  heirs  to  recover  possession  of  their 
interest  in  the  premises,  which  was  not  commenced  until  1892,  was 
therefore  barred.    Brown  v.  Baraboo^  2T6 

LOGS  AND  LUMBER 
See  Agency.    Contempt.    Contracts.    Liens,  4-11. 

1.  In  an  action  to  recover  a  balance  alleged  to  be  due  on  a  logging 

contract  which  provided  for  a  scale  to  be  made  by  a  scaler  to  be 
agreed  upon  between  the  parties,  a  stipulation  that  the  only  ques- 
tion to  be  submitted  to  the  jury  should  be  as  to  the  amount  of 
logs  put  in  under  the  contract  eliminated  from  the  case  ail  other 
questions  which  would  otherwise  have  been  for  the  jury, —  in- 
cluding the  question  whether  tlie  parties  agreed  upon  a  person 
whose  scale  was  disputed  as  the  scaler  under  the  contract.  J/c- 
Cann  v.  Doherty,  JftJo 

2.  The  evidence  in  such  a  case  is  held  sufficient  to  sustain  a  finding  of 

the  jury  that  the  quantity  of  logs  banked  under  the  contract  ex- 
ceeded the  scale  made  at  the  time  they  were  banked.  Ibid. 

S.  The  objection  that  the  finding  of  the  jury  as  to  the  quantity  of 
logs  put  in  under  the  contract  was  in  excess  of  the  amount  claimed 
in  the  complaint  cannot  be   raised  for  the  first  time  in  this  court 

Ibid. 
Lost  Corners.    See  Boundaries. 
Lumber  Inspectors.    See  Agency.  4. 
Mandamus.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  7. 

MARRIAGE  AND  DIVORCE. 

See  Parent  and  Child.    Trusts  and  Trustee& 

1.  Proof  that  a  formal  marriage  had  been  solemnized  in  a  foreign 
country,  in  a  church,  by  a  person  assuming  the  office  of  priest  or 
minister,  raises  the  presumption  that  the  marriage  was  in  accord- 
ance with  the  laws  of  the  country  and  valid,  and,  especially  where 
followed  by  cohabitation,  casts  upon  the  person  attacking  its 
validity  the  burden  of  showing  that  the  law  required  some  fur- 
ther act  or  fact.    Lanctot  i\  State,  130 
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2.  On  a  trial  for  adultery,  where  the  prosecution  sought  to  prove  the 
identity  of  the  defendant  as  one  of  the  parties  to  a  marriage,  let- 
ters offered  for  that  purpose  and  claimed  to  have  been  written  by 
him  to  his  alleged  wife  were  privileged  communications  and  in- 
competent; and  where  they  contained  matter  bearing  upon  the 
question  of  identity  their  admission,  against  the  objection  of  the 
defendant,  was  a  material  error.  Ibid, 


MARRIED  WOMEN. 
See  Limitation  op  Actions,  2.    Vendor  and  Purchaser,  8. 

1.  A  married  woman  who  has  no  separate  estate  or  property  of  any 

kind  and  is  not  engaged  in  any  kind  of  business  cannot  make  a 
binding  contract  to  repay  money  loaned  to  her  to  enable  her  hus- 
band, or  herself  and  husband,  to  go  into  business.  Oallagher  v. 
Mjelde,  500 

2.  Under  sec.  2608,  S.  &  6.  Ann.  Stats,  (providing  that  "where  a  mar- 

ried woman  is  a  party,  her  husband  must  be  joined  with  her.  except 
that,  when  the  action  concerns  her  separate  property  or  business, 
.  .  .  she  may  sue  or  be  sued  alone  "),  it  was  error,  in  a  case  not 
within  the  exception,  to  allow  an  action  against  husband  and  wife 
to  be  discontinued  as  against  the  husband  only.  Ibid* 

MASTER  AND  SERVANT. 

Contract  of  employment:  Recovery  quantum  meruit:  Pleading. 

1.  In  an  action  to  recover  a  balance  alleged  to  be  due  for  services  ren- 

dered under  an  express  contract  to  pay  specified  wages,  plaintiff 
cannot  —  at  least  not  without  amending  his  complaint  —  recover 
the  reasonable  value  of  his  services,  or  introduce  evidence  upon  that 
question.    Pearson  v.  Switzer,  397 

2.  On  October  6  defendant  hired  plaintiff  to  take  charge  of  his  mill  at 

C.  at  $60  per  month.  During  November  and  December  defendant 
moved  his  mill  to  Gr.  On  December  27  the  parties  settled  for  the 
work  already  done  at  the  agreed  price,  and  plaintiff  was  fully 
paid.  On  January  1,  following,  plaintiff  at  defendant's  request 
went  to  work  at  G.  and  continued  to  work  there  until  September 
of  the  year  following.  He  kept  defendant's  books,  but  did  not 
credit  himself  witli  the  S60  per  month  after  January  1,  as  he  had 
done  before.  Held,  that  he  was  not  entitled  to  recover  under  the 
express  contract  for  work  done  after  January  1.  Ibid, 

Injuries  to  servants:  Negligence:  Defective  machinery:  Assumption  of 
risk,  etc, 

3.  Evidence  showing,  among  other  things,  that  there  were  two  elevator 

shafts,  side  by  side,  in  a  dimly  lighted  place  in  a  manufacturing 
plant,  which  had  nothing  to  prevent  approach  to  them  and  were 
dangerous,  one  elevator  going  up  while  the  other  was  coming 
down,  and  that  an  employee  who  was  perfectljr  familiar  with  all 
the  facts  and  with  the  danger  of  exposing  himself  within  the 
shafts,  on  being  requested  to  place  the  dinner  pail  of  the  man  at 
the  top  upon  the  elevator  undertook  to  do  so  and  was  injured  by 
the  descending  elevator,  is  held  to  sustain  a  finding  by  the  trial 
court  that  he  had  assumed  the  risk  and  was,  as  a  matter  of  law, 
guilty  of  contributory  negligence.    Powell  v.  Ashland  I.  <Sb  S.  Co.    35 
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4.  It  is  a  general  rule  that,  where  unusual  dangers  are  known  to  the 
employee  and  he  voluntarily  assumes  them,  if  he  is  thereby  injured 
he  cannot  recover,  because  of  his  contributory  fault,  even  though 
•   the  master,  at  the  same  time,  is  guilty  of  negligence  which,  with- 
out such  assumption  of  risk,  would  have  rendered  him  liable. 

IbicL 

6.  In  an  action  for  personal  injuries  received  by  an  employee  in  a  saw- 

mill whose  arm  had  been  caught  in  an  unguarded  endless  chain, 
on  a  conveyor,  and  drawn  between  the  chain  and  the  sprockets, 
crushing  it  and  otherwise  injuring  him,  a  complaint  alleging  ex- 
plicitly that  the  machine  was  dangerous,  that  it  could  have  been 
guarded  and  protected  with  little  expense  so  as  to  obviate  the  dan- 
ger; that  similar  machines  in  other  mills  in  that  locality  were  so 
guarded;  and  that  the  mill  in  thp  neighborhood  of  the  conveyor 
was  not  properly  lighted  so  as  to  enable  employees  working  there 
.  to  avoid  danger  while  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties,  is  held  suf- 
ficient to  charge  the  defendant  with  actionable  negligence  which 
was  the  proximate  cause  of  the  injury.  Jensen  v.  Hudson  Sair- 
mill  Co.  7,'5 

C.  A  complaint  in  such  a  case  alleging,  among  other  things,  that  the 
phiintilf  was  a  common  laborer,  inexperienced  and  unfamiliar 
with  sawmill  machinery  and  the  dangers  incident  thereto;  that 
the  defendant  im])roperly  placed  him  at  work  in  close  proximity 
to  the  macliine  mentioned,  without  informing  him  of  the  dan;:ers 
arising  from  the  unguarded  condition  of  the  chain  and  sprockets 
of  the  conveyor;  that  plaintiff  informed  defendant,  May  22,  M^^H, 
that  his  employment  under  such  circumstances  was  dangerous, 
and  that  he  would  quit  unless  the  defendant  furnished  him  better 
light  and  guarded  said  chain  and  sprockets;  that  the  defendant 
promi<^(l  to  comply  with  such  demands;  and  that  the  plaintiff, 
relying  thereon,  remained  in  the  employment,  and  received  the 
injuries  of  which  he  complained  on  tlie  i54th  of  the  same  month, — 
does  not,  as  matter  of  law,  show  either  contributory  negligence  or 
assumption  by  plaintiff  of  the  risk  of  being  injured  in  his  employ- 
ment in  the  manner  slated.  Ibfd, 

7.  While  plaintiff,  a  minor  seventeen  years  of  age,  employed  to  run  a 

lath  saw,  was  atteinpting  to  remove  with  a  stick,  while  the  saw 
was  in  motion,  sawdust  which  had  accumulated  in  a  narrow  space 
between  the  saw  and  a  spout  constructed  to  carry  away  the 
refuse,  the  stick  was  caught  by  the  saw,  and  he  was  injured.  It 
appeared  without  dispute  that  plaintiff  had  worked  two  years 
at  the  same  or  a  similar  saw,  and  that  he  knew  of  the  danger  of 
the  stick  being  caught  upon  the  revolving  saw.  and  knew  that 
the  sawdust  could  be  removed  in  perfect  safety  by  stopping  the 
saw,  as  he  was  entitled  to  do  and  had  frequently  done.  Hdd,  as 
matter  of  law,  that  he  assumed  the  risk.  Larson  v.  Knapp,  Stout 
<&  Co.  Company,  178 

8.  Where  there  is  both  a  safe  and  a  dangerous  way  of  doing  work 

about  a  machine,  a  promise  to  repair  so  as  to  remove  the  danger 
will  not  relieve  an  operative  from  the  consequences  of  assumption 
of  the  risk  if  he  deliberately  chooses  the  dangerous  way.         Ibid. 

9.  In  an  action  for  personal  injuries  received  while  stowing  away 

sacks  of  bran  in  the  hold  of  a  vessel,  the  complaint  —  alleging  in 
effect  that  at  the  time  of  the  injury  plaintiff  was  in  the  actual 
employment  of  defendant,  in  the  performance  of  his  duty  at  a 
place  wliere  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  be;  that  he  notified  his 
co-emi)loyees  who  were  dumping  the  sacks  into  the  hold  to  refrain 
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from  throwing  down  more  sacks  until  he  had  plied  up  those  al- 
ready there;  that  it  then  became  the  duty  of  defendants  and  their 
employees  not  to  throw  down  more  sacks  until  notified  so  to  do; 
and  that  the  defendants,  contrary  to  their  duty  and  without  warn- 
ing, wrongfully  and  negligently  ordered  their  dumpers  to  throw 
down  several  sacks  into  the  hold,  while  the  plaintiff,  not  knowing 
that  sacks  were  to  be  thrown  down  without  warning,  was  work- 
ing directly  beneath  the  hatchway,  whereby  plaintiff  was  in- 
jured —  is  held  to  be  sufficient  and  not  to  shaw  affirmatively  that 
plaintiff  was  guilty  of  contributory  negligence.    Lago  v,  Walsh, 

348 

10.  Evidence  to  the  effect  that  there  was  a  standing  rule  that  dumpers 

should  give  warning  to  those  in  the  hold  before  dumping  down 
any  sacks;  that  plaintiff  had  told  the  dumper  not  to  throw  down 
any  more  sacks;  that  one  of  the  defendants  passed  by,  and  seeing 
trucks  loaded  with  sacks  standing  there  inquired  the  cause,  and 
was  told  of  plaintiff's  direction;  that  such  defendant  then  looked 
into  the  hold  and  said  with  an  oath,  **Dump  them  sacks,  dump 
them  down,"  and  they  were  dumped  accordingly',  without  warn- 
ing, is  held  sufficient  evidence  to  sustain  a  verdict  finding  negli- 
gence on  the  part  of  defendants.  Ibid, 

11.  The  fact  that  the  plaintiff  heard  the  defendant's  order  to  dump  the 

sacks,  and  nevertheless  continued  working  where  they  would  be 
liable  to  strike  him,  is  held  not  to  render  him  guilty  of  contribu- 
tory negligence  as  matter  of  law,  in  view  of  his  previous  direction 
to  the  dumper  and  the  rule  not  to  dump  without  warning,  and  of 
the  equivocal  language  employed  by  the  defendant.  Ibid, 

12.  An  instruction  that  if  the  jury  found  the  defendant  intentionally 

ordered  the  dumper  to  dump  instantly,  without  warning,  when 
he  had  reason  to  think  there  might  be  men  below  in  danger,  sucli 
act  constituted  carelessness  as  a  matter  of  law,  and  that  plaintiff 
should  recover  unless  they  also  found  that  he  was  guilty  of  con- 
tributory negligence,  is  held  not  to  have  been  erroneous.         Ibid. 

13.  Nor  was  it  error  to  instruct  the  jury  that,  in  passing  upon  the 

question  whether  plaintitf  would  have  escaped  had  he  exercised 
ordinary  care,  they  should  take  into  consideration  all  the  circuni- 
stances  of  the  case, —  "get  into  his  shoes,  so  far  as  may  be,  when 
you  pass  upon  his  conduct;  "  and  that  carelessness  meant  "lack 
of  ordinary  care:  that  is,  lack  of  such  care  as  the  man  of  ordinary 
care  would  exercise  under  the  particular  circumstances  of  the 
case,"  especially  where  followed  by  an  instruction  tliat  defendant's 
order  to  dump  actetl  as  a  revocation  of  the  plaintiff's  previous 
order  to  stop  dumping,  and  imposed  upon  tlie  plaintiff  the  duty  of 
exercising  reasonable  diligence  to  get  out  of  the  way  of  the  sacks 
so  dumped:  and  that  they  should  find  for  the  defendants  unless 
plaintiff  exercised  such  reasojiable  diligence.  Ibid 

14.  Testimony  of  a  physician  to  the  effect  that  the  plaintiff's  injured 

leg  was  more  apt  to  suffer  in  the  future  from  rheumatism  than 
if  it  had  not  been  injured  was  admissible  to  show  the  actual  effect 
of  the  injury.  Ibid. 

15.  An  employer  is  not  relieved  from  liability  for  negligence  causing 

an  injury  to  an  employee  by  the  fact  that  the  negligence  of  a 
fellow-servant  also  contributed  to  the  injury.  Ibid. 

16.  Where  an  experienced  mechanic  is  injured  by  the  slipping  of  a  lad- 

der on  the  floor  where  he  was  using  it,  such  ladder  being  one  of 
the  ordinary  tools  in  use  in  and  about  the  premises  and  selected 
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by  such  mechanic  on  the  occasion  of  such  injury,  it  was  error  to 
instruct  tlie  jury  that,  as  a  matter  of  law,  the  master  was  negli- 
gent because  of  some  defect  in  the  ladder,  which  was  open  aiul 
obvious  to  any  person  paying  reasonable  attention  there ta  Bor- 
den r.  Daisy  Roller  Mill  Co,  407 

17.  A  servant  is  not  ordinarily  obliged  to  search  for  defects  in  instru- 

mentjilities  furnished  for  his  use;  nevertheless,  in  the  use  of  ordi- 
nary tools,  he  takes  the  risk  of  all  defects  therein  which  are  open 
and  obvious  to  a  person  of  ordinary  care,  by  reasonable  attention 
to  til  em  as  they  are  used.  Ibi<L 

18.  In  an  action  against  a  dock  company  for  injuries  sustained  by  an 

employee,  who  was  struck  by  coal  knocked  from  a  pocket  by  a 
bucket,  alleged  to  have  been  defective,  wliich  was  used  to  hoist 
coal  out  of  vessels  and  convey  it  to  various  parts  of  the  yard  by 
means  of  a  track  on  a  trestle,  the  only  evidence  of  a  defect  was 
that  the  bucket  failed  to  right  and  latch  itself  on  the  two  preced- 
ing trips,  made  within  fifteen  minutes  prior  to  the  accident.  On 
both  such  occasions  the  bolster  had  succeeded  in  righting  the 
bucket  by  means  of  the  levers,  but  on  the  occasion  in  question  he 
had  failed  to  do  so,  and,  concluding  that  it  would  clear  the  coal 
in  the  pockets,  brought  it  back  unlatched.  After  this  the  bucket 
latched  itself  automatically  on  every  trip  for  an  hour  and  a  half. 
Heldy  that  the  negligence,  if  any,  was  that  of  the  hoister,  a  fellow- 
servant  of  plaintitf,  and  not  that  of  the  defendant,  the  time  be- 
tween the  discovery  of  the  defect  and  the  happening  of  the  acci- 
dent being  too  short  to  charge  the  latter  with' constructive  notice. 
Prybiiski  v.  N.  W,  Coal  R.  Co.  413 

19.  Failure  of  the  employer  in  such  case  to  provide  a  covering  for  the 

space  beneath  the  course  of  the  buckets  is  Md  not  to  have  been 
negligence,  where  there  was  no  evidence  that  such  a  covering  was 
practicable  and  the  undisputed  evidence  was  to  the  eflfect  that  such 
coverings  were  not  in  use  upon  similar  docks  in  that  part  of  the 
country.  JOid. 

20.  The  complaint  stated  that  the  defendant  employed  an  incompetent 

servant  to  take  charge  of  boilers  and  engines  in  its  blast  furnace^ 
and  that  plaintiff  was  injured  by  a  negligent  act  of  such  servant 
in  the  line  of  his  duty.    Held: 

(1)  Tliat  the  mere  allegation  that  the  servant  performed  a  par- 
ticular act  negligently,  and  plaintiff  was  thereby  injured,  failed 
to  sliow  that  the  alleged  negligence  of  the  master  in  employing 
the  incompetent  servant  whs  the  cause  of  the  plaintiflF's  injury. 

(2)  That  the  employment  of  an  incompetent  servant  does  not 
render  the  master  liable  to  a  fellow-servant  for  an  injury  to  him 
caused  by  some  negligent  act  of  such  incompetent  servant,  unless 
the  injury  is  the  result  of  such  incompetence.  If  the  injury  be 
the  result  of  a  mere  act  of  negligence  of  the  incompetent  servant, 
it  conies  within  the  rule  that  the  master  is  not  liable  to  an  em- 
ployee tor  an  injury  caused  by  the  negligence  of  a  co-employee  in 
the  same  business, 

(8)  That  to  render  mere  negligence  incompetence,  there  must  be 
something  more  than  mere  failure  of  duty  as  to  a  particular  act 
Tiiere  must  be  actual  incompetency  to  do  the  work  properly, 
either  for  want  of  physical  or  mental  ability,  or  want  of  that 
mental  balance  and  self-control  that  enables  one  reasonably  to 
bring  into  use,  with  an  ordinary  degree  of  success,  his  intelligence 
and  experience.    KUcfoth  v.  N.  W,  Iron  Co,  495 
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21.  The  decision  on  former  appeals  in  an  action  for  personal  injuries 

that  the  plaintiff  did  not,  as  a  matter  of  law,  assume  the  risk  of 
the  accident,  and  that  the  evidence  was  sufficient  to  support  a 
finding  of  the  jury  that  the  keeping  of  the  saw  upon  which  plaint- 
iff was  injured  in  its  exposed  condition  was  negligence  which  was 
the  proximate  cause  of  the  injury,  renders  those  matters  res  adju- 
dicatoB  on  appeal  from  the  judgment  rendered  on  a  new  trial  on 
which  the  evidence  was  substantially  the  same  as  before.  Darcey 
V,  Farmers*  Lumber  Co.  4  573 

22.  A  special  verdict  is  held  sufficient  to  cover  the  issue  as  to  plaintiff's 

assumption  of  risk,  although  the  question  submitted  on  that  point 
made  what  plaintiff,  not  what  a  man  of  ordinary  prudence  and 
intelligence,  ought  reasonably  to  have  foreseen  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  test  as  to  assumption  of  risk,  where,  construed 
in  the  light  of  the  charge  of  the  court,  the  answer  of  the  jury  to 
such  question  was  to  the  effect  that  the  plaintiff,  as  a  man  of 
ordinary  intelligence  and  prudence,  in  the  exercise  of  ordinary 
care,  ought  not  to  have  known,  nor  reasonably  to  have  expected 
or  foreseen,  that  he  was  liable  to  sustain  such  an  injury  while  in 
the  performance  of  his  duties.  Ibid. 

23.  A  finding  in  a  special  verdict  that  a  person  of  ordinary  prudence 

and  intelligence,  engaged  in  the  operation  and  management  of  de- 
fendant's mill,  ought  reasonably  to  have  foreseen  that  an  injury 
would  be  likely  to  occur  to  a  person  emplo^'ed  as  plaintiff  was  by 
coming  in  contact  with  the  exposed  saw  m  question,  is  held  not 
to  be  inconsistent  with  a  finding  that  the  plaintiff,  as  a  man  of 
ordinary  prudence  and  intelligence,  ought  not  reasonably  to  have 
expected  or  foreseen  that  an  injury  would  be  liable  to  occur  to 
him  w  hile  performing  his  duties  in  the  mill  by  coming  in  contact 
with  the  saw.  *  .      Ihid. 

24#  Incompetency  of  a  sawyer  may  arise  from  mere  lack  of  practice  for 
several  yeara  as  well  as  from  never  having  operated  a  saw  carriage 
at  all.    Curran  v.  A.  H,  Stange  Co.  508 

25.  Plaintiff,  after  working  one  night  in  defendant's  sawmill  as  carriage 

rider,  informed  the  superintendent  that  the  sawyer  was  incompe- 
tent. The  next  evening  he  went  to  work  with  the  same  sawyer  in 
charge,  in  reliance,  as  he  claimed,  upon  the  superintendent's  prom- 
ise, made  that  morning,  to  get  another  sawyer,  and  was  injured 
about  two  hours  thereafter  by  reason  of  the  unskilful  manner  in 
which  the  carriage  was  operated.  Held,  that  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances it  was  a  question  for  the  jury  whether  plaintiff  had 
assumed  the  risk  arismg  from  the  incompetency  of  the  sawyer, 
either  by  continuing  in  the  employment  after  the  lapse  of  a  reason- 
able time  for  the  change  of  sawyers  to  be  made  as  promised,  or 
because  the  danger  was  so  great  and  immediate  that  he  was  not 
justified  in  working  at  all  on  the  second  evening.  Ibid. 

26.  All  the  facts  and  circumstances  surrounding  plaintiff  at  the  time 

he  commenced  to  work  the  second  evening  were  admissible  as 
explaining  why  he  went  to  work  and  whether  his  act  was  rea- 
sonable: and  the  fact  that,  after  having  stated  that  he  was  still 
relying  upon  the  superintendent's  promise,  he  was  permitted  to 
elaborate  such  statemant  of  his  mental  condition  or  conclusions 
in  connection  with  his  testimony  as  to  the  facts  upon  which  th»»y 
were  based,  is  held  not  to  have  been  prejudicial.  Ibid. 

27.  Testimony  of  physicians  who  treated  plaintiff  for  his  injuries,  based 

in  part  upon  statements  as  to  his  pains  and  feelings,  made  by  him 
for  the  purpose  of  medical  treatment,  is  held  admissible.       *  Ibid. 
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28.  Testimony  of  a  physician  that,  so  far  as  he  was  able  to  know,  he 
would  say  that  plaintiffs  injuries  were  permanent,  was  admis- 
sible. Ibid. 

39.  A  complaint  alleging  that  numerous  injuries  to  plaintiff^s  head, 
back,  and  spine  were  received,  and  that '* other  serious  injuries 
were  done  him."  is  held  sufficient,  in  the  absence  of  a  motion  to 
make  more  definite  and  certain,  to  warrant  the  admission  of  evi- 
dence that  plaintiff's  eyesight  and  hearing  were  impaired.     Ibid. 

80.  Where  there  was  little  conflict  in  the  evidence  except  concerning 

the  promise  to  discharge  the  incompetent  servant,  ui>on  which 
question  the  jury  were  properly  instructed,  a  refusal  to  instruct 
tnat  they  were  not  bound  to  credit  the  testimony  of  the  plaintiff, 
even  in  matters  where  he  was  not  conti'adicted  by  any  witne.^^  is 
held  not  to  have  been  error.  Ibid, 

81.  The  use  of  the  word  ought  instead  of  would  in  a  question  of  ^he 

special  verdict  as  to  wl^ether  the  danger  to  plaintiff  by  reason  of 
tne  incompetent  sawyer  was  so  great  that  a  reasonably  prudent 
man,  under  the  circumstances,  ought  not  to  have  subjected  him- 
self to  it,  was  not  an  error  prejudicial  to  defendant,  where  the 
charge  of  the  court  upon  that  question  used  the  correct  word,  and 
defendant  had  requested  the  submission  of  a  similar  question  in 
which  the  word  ought  was  used.  Ibid, 

82l  Where  the  only  claim  of  contributory  negligence  was  that  plaintiff 
assumed  the  risk,  and  that  issue  was  properly  submitted  and  de- 
termined in  the  special  verdict,  failure  to  submit  a  general  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  plaintiff  was  guilty  of  contributory  negligence 
was  not  error.  Ibid. 

Maxims. 

Causa  proxima  et  non  remota  spectatur,  647. 

Caveat  emptor,  8,  9. 

Stare  decisis,  et  non  quieta  movere,  111. 
Measure  of  Damages.    See  Damages.    Sale  of  Chattels,  4 
Mechanics'  Liens.    See  Liens,  1-3. 
Minors.    See  Master  and  Servant,  7. 
Mistake.    See  Estates  of  Decedents,  3.    Mortgages,  7, 8. 
Mitigation  of  damages.    See  Libel. 

MORTGAGEa 

See  Appeal,  7,  18.    Chattel  Mortgages.    Homesteads,  1.    Sale  op 
Chattels,  4,  &    Wills,  6. 

1.  The  actual  and  open  possession  of  land  by  the  vendee,  under  an  un- 
recorded contract  for  its  purchase,  is  constructive  notice  of  his 
rights  to  one  who,  while  he  is  so  in  possession,  takes  a  mortgage 
of  the  land  from  the  vendor,  but  it  is  not  notice  of  the  rights  of 
one  to  whom  the  vendor  has  secretly  assigned  the  contract.  First 
Nat  Bank  v.  Chafee,  43 

a.  In  the  absence  of  actual  notice,  or  knowledge  of  facts  suiHcient  to 
put  him  upon  inquiry  leading  thereto,  that  the  vendor  in  a  con- 
tract for  the  sale  of  land  has  assigned  such  contract  by  a  secret 
parol  assignment,  one  who  takes  from  the  vendor  a  mortgage 
of  the  land  will  be  protected  against  the  assignee  of  the  contract, 
and  the  claims  of  the  latter  will  be  held  subject  and  subordinate 
to  such  mortgage.  Ibid, 
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3.  A  complaint  alleging  that,  as  part  of  the  consideration  paid  for 

mortgaged  premises,  the  defendants,  in  the  deed  conveying  the 
premises  to  them,  expressly  assumed  and  agreed  to  pay  a  portion 
of  the  mortgage  debt,  is  held  sufficient  to  charge  the  defendants 
with  personal  liability.  Whether  the  defendants  knew  of  and 
assented  to  that  provision  in  the  deed  is  a  mere  matter  of  proof, 
and  therefore  need  not  be  pleaded.    Stites  v.  Thompson,  329 

4.  A  purchaser  of  mortgaged  premises,  who  assumes  and  agrees  to  pay 

the  mortgage  debt  as  part  of  the  consideration,  is  liable  as  a 
principal  and  not  as  a  surety;  and  his  liability  may  be  enforced 
without  foreclosure  of  the  mortgage.  Palmeter  v,  Carey,  63  Wis. 
426,  limited  and  explained.  Ibid, 

5.  Sees.  3533, 3534.  8540,  R.  S.  1878,  provide  that  the  owner  of  lands  sold 

on  the  foreclosure  of  a  mortgage  by  advertisement  may  redeem 
^  therefrom,  and  that  if  redemption  be  not  made  the  sale  shall  be 
completed  by  the  making  of  a  deed  to  the  purchaser,  his  assigns 
or  personal  representatives,  and  also  provide  that  if  the  owner 
fails  to  redeem,  any  subsequent  mortgagee  may  do  so  and  will 
thereby  become  entitled  to  a  deed  completing  such  sale.  Held, 
that  the  bona  fide  holder  of  a  mortgage,  though  given  after  the 
foreclosure  sale,  who  redeems  therefrom,  is  entitled  to  a  deed  to 
complete  the  sale,  which  deed  will  vest  in  the  grantee  all  the  title 
of  the  mortgagor  at  the  time  of  the  making  of  the  first  mortgage, 
and  cut  off  all  further  claim  under  such  first  mortgage.  McLean 
V.  Hoehle,  359 

6.  Under  sec.  8169,  R.  S.  1878  (providing  that  the  sheriff  or  referee  mak- 

ing a  foreclosure  sale  "shall  make,  execute  and  deliver  to  the  pur- 
chaser a  deed  of  the  premises  sold  .  .  .  which  deed,  upon  the 
confirmation  of  such  sale,  .  .  .  shall  be  a  bar  to  all  claim,  right 
or  equity  of  redemption  therein,  of  and  against  the  parties  to 
such  action,  their  heirs,"  etc..  and  also  against  all  persons  claiming 
under  them  subsequent  to  the  filing  of  the  notice  of  lis  pendens), 
a  referee's  deed  to  the  purchaser,  upon  the  confirmation  of  the 
sale,  passed  to  him  all  the  ri^ht.  title,  or  interest  of  the  mortgagee 
in  and  to  the  premises  sold,  including  his  interest  in  the  premises 
arising  under  tax  certificates  held  by  him  at  the  time  of  the  sale. 
Ames  V.  Storer,  '  873 

7.  A  mortgage,  executed  by  a  life  tenant  who  was  also  vested  with  a 

power  to  mortgage  tlie  fee,  which  did  not  refer  to  the  power  and 
therefore  covered  only  the  life  estate,  may  be  reformed  so  as  to 
cover  the  fee,  where  both  parties  thereto  intended  and  agreed  that 
the  fee  of  the  land  and  no^  the  mere  life  estate  should  be  mort- 
gaged, and  supposed  that  a  mortgage  in  the  usual  form  would  be 
a  valid  mortgage  of  the  fee  under  the  power,  Lardner  %\  Will- 
iams, 514 

8.  A  judgment  in  such  a  case,  based  on  findings  authorizing  a  reforma- 

tion, which  foreclosed  the  mortgage  and  ordered  a  sale  of  the  fee, 
in  all  respects  as  though  the  mortgage  had  been  reformed,  but 
contained  no  provision  specifically  reforming  it,  was  substantially 
a  judgment  oi  reformation.  Ibid, 

MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONa 
See  Towns. 
Poivers  of  officers:  Mayor:  President  of  coundL 
1.  Under  sec.  8,  subch.  Ill,  of  the  charter  of  the  city  of  La  Crosse  (ch. 
162,  Laws  of  1887),  and  sec.  4,  subch.  II,  of  the  same  act,  the  mayor 
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of  the  city  can  perform  no  official  duty  while  absent  from  the 
city.  Consequently  the  appointment  of  a  board  of  police  and  fire 
commissioners  by  virtue  of  ch.  247,  Laws  of  1897,  \^  void,  if  mad^ 
by  him  while  so  absent.    State  ex  reL  Emberson  v.  Byitie,  16 

2.  The  president  of  the  common  council  being  authorized  to  execute 

all  the  powers  and  perform  all  the  duties  of  the  mayor  during 
that  official's  absence  from  the  city,  the  appointment  by  him  of  a 
board  of  police  and  fire  commissioners,  when  acting  mayor  in  such 
a  case,  was  legal  and  valid.  '  Ibi<L 

Commencement  of  term  of  officers.    See  Officers. 

Levy  of  taxes  by  common  council.    See  Tax  Titles,  !• 

Indebtedness:  Constitutional  limit:  Contracts. 

3.  Unpaid  instalments  upon  contracts  for  the  purchase  of  park  lands 

made  pursuant  to  sec.  13,  ch.  488,  Laws  of  1889,  and  sec  8,  ch.  179, 
Laws  of  1801  (authorizing  the  city  of  Milwaukee  to  purchase  lauds 
for  park  purposes  upon  credit,  and  providing  that  "for  that  pur- 
pose the  proper  officers  of  said  city  may  execute  and  deliver  to 
the  vendor  of  such  land  or  property  purchased,  an  instrument 
creating  a  lien  thereon  for  such  purchase  money,  without  creating? 
any  corporate  liabilities  therefor,  to  secure  the  whole  or  any  part 
of  the  price  in  instalments  " ),  do  not  constitute  corporate  indebted- 
ness within  the  meaning  of  sec.  8,  art.  XI,  Const,  restricting  the 
power  of  cities  to  contract  debts.  Pinney  and  Newman,  JJ  ,  dis- 
sent.   Burnham  v.  Milwaukee,  12S 

4.  The  provision  of  the  laws  under  which  such  contracts  were  made, 

that  no  corporate  liability  should  be  created,  has  controlling  ef- 
fect over  provisions  in  the  contracts  in  effect  promising  to  pay 
the  deferred  instalments.  Ibid. 

Special  legislation  amending  cJiarier:  Constitutional  law. 

5.  Ch.  288,  Laws  of  181)7,  authorizes  the  erection  of  garbage  reducing;; 

works  in  cities  of  the  first  class  and  the  issue  of  bonds  in  payment 
therefor,  and  provides  that^all  such  bonds  issued  shall  be  issued, 
used,  and  disposed  of  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  ch.  311. 
Laws  of  1893.  Sec.  2  of  said  ch.  811  provides  that  no  bonds  shall 
be  issued  under  it  unless  authorized  by  a  vote  of  three  fourths  of 
the  common  council.  Ch.  880,  Laws  of  1897,  amendatory  of  ch. 
288,  provides  that  the  common  council  of  any  city  of  the  first 
class,  during  the  year  1S07.  may  issue  corporate  bonds,  not  exceed- 
ing a  certain  amount,  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  garbage  reducing 
works,  providing  such  issue  siiall  be  authorized  by  a  vote  of  the 
majority  of  the  members  of  the  uommon  coimcil  elect  The  city 
of  Milwaukee  was  the  only  city  of  the  first  class  in  the  state,  and 
no  other  could  possibly  come  into  that  class  during  the  year  1897. 
IMd,  that  said  amendment  was  special  legislation  amending  the 
charter  of  Milwaukee,  and  was  therefore  within  the  inhibition  of 
subd.  9,  sec.  81,  art.  IV,  Const.    Burnham  v.  Milwaukee^  128 

Claims:  Presentation  for  alloivance:  Ajypcal 

6.  Under  sec.  25,  subch.  VII,  ch.  36,  Laws  of  1882  (providing  that  no 

action  shall  be  maintained  against  the  city  of  Madison  until  the 
cUiim  on  which  it  is  based  shall  have  been  first  presented  to  the 
common  council  for  allowance;  and  that  the  determination  of 
the  council  dit^allowing  the  claim  shall  be  final  and  conclusive  and 
a  complete  bar  to  any  action  founded  thereon,  otherwise  than  by 
appeal),  failure  to  act  on  a  claim  for  five  months  aft^er  its  presen- 
tation constitutes,  presumptively  at  least,  a  waiver  of  the  right  of 
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the  city  to  be  exempt  from  an  action  on  the  claim  instituted  in 
the  usual  way.    Kraft  v.  Madison,  253 

7.  Although  the  claimant  in  such  case  has  a  remedy  by  mandamns  to 
compel  the  council  to  act  on  his  claim,  that  remedy  is  not  exclu- 
sive, since  he  might  still  be  put  to  his  appeal  and  the  prosecution 
of  his  claim  in  the  circuit  court.  He  may  thereforck  elect  to  bring 
his  action  in  the  usual  way  directly  against  the  city.  Ibid, 

^.  Where  a  city  charter  provides  that  no  suit  on  any  claim  or  demand 
shall  be  brought  against  the  city  until  the  clainiant  shall  have 
presented  the  same  to  the  common  council  for  allowance;  that  in 
case  of  a  disallowance  thereof  the  claimant  may  proceed  by  ap- 
peal to  the  circuit  court  within  twenty  days  thereafter;  that  fail- 
ure to  pass  on  the  claim  within  sixty  days  after  presentation  shall 
be  deemed  a  disallowance;  that  the  disallowance  of  the  claim 
shall  be  conclusive  and  a  bar  to  any  action  in  court  founded 
thereon  unless  appealed  from  within  the  time  provided  by  the 
charter;  that  no  suit  of  any  kind  on  any  claim  of  any  character 
shall  be  brought  against  the  city,  but  that  the  claimant  shall  pro- 
ceed to  enforce  his  claim  by  filing  the  same  with  the  citv  clerk 
for  the  action  of  the  common  council  thereon,  and  appeal  there- 
from in  case  of  final  adverse  action  as  provided  by  the  charter; 
that  failure  of  the  common  council  to  pass  upon  the  claim  withfn 
sixty  days  from  the  time  of  such  filing  may  be  taken  by  the 
claimant  as  a  disallowance  of  his  claim;  and  that  the  council 
shall  not  consider  any  claim  till  it  shall  first  have  been  examined 
and  reported  on  by  the  comptroller,  held: 

(1)  That  the  words  "presented  to  the  common  council  for  allow- 
ance "  and  "filed  with  the  city  clerk  for  the  action  of  the  common 
council  thereon"  are  synonymous  terms  and  not  affected  by  the 
requirement  that  the  comptroller  shall  examine  and  report  on 
claims  before  the  consideration  thereof  by  the  council. 

(2)  That  when  a  claim  is  filed  with  the  city  clerk  for  the  action 
of  the  common  council  thereon,  it  is  in  legal  effect  presented  to 
such  council  for  allowance. 

(3)  That  the  sixty-day  period  of  delay,  which  operates  for  the 
purposes  of  an  appeal  as  a  disallowance  of  a  claim,  commences  to 
run  as  soon  as  the  same  is  presented  to  the  common  council  for 
allowance  by  filing  the  same  with  its  clerk  for  its  action  thereon. 

(4)  That  the  word  "may,"  in  the  provision  to  the  efifect  that 
sixty  days*  neglect  to  pass  upon  a  claim  may  be  taken  as  a  disal- 
lowance for  the  purposes  of  an  appeal,  and  the  word  "may," 
in  the  provision  to  the  effect  that  upon  the  disallowance  of  a* 
claim  the  claimant  may  appeal,  must  be  construed  in  a  sense  ex- 
clusive, so  that  when  the  right  of  appeal  is  perfected  it  must  be 
exercised  within  the  twenty  days  provided  hj  the  charter,  or  the 
claimant  will  be  forever  barred  from  prosecuting  his  claim  in  any 
court     Mason  v,  Ashland,  540 

Plats:  Dedication  of  streets.    See  Plats  of  Land,  2. 

Injuries  from  defects  in  streets,  sidewalks,  etc^ 

9.  Upon  evidence  showing  among  other  things  that,  while  plaintiff 
was  walking  in  a  snow  storm  which  might  well  conceal  a  hum- 
mock of  'ice  around  a  pump  in  the  sidewalk,  he  slipped  and  fell 
thereon,  his  attention  being  for  the  moment  diverted  by  being  ac/- 
costed  by  a  friend,  it  is  held  that  he  was  not  guilty  of  contributory 
negligence,  as  a  matter  of  law,  in  not  seeing  and  avoiding  such  ice. 
Kenyon  v.  Mondovi,  50 
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1(K  In  an  action  a(i:ain8t  a  city  for  personal  injuries  caused  by  a  defect 
in  a  sidewalk,  evidence  that  there  was  plainly  visible  in  a  very 
generally  traveled  sidewalk,  at  the  place  where  the  accident  oc- 
curred, a  hole  large  enougli  to  admit  a  man's  foot,  and  that  it  had 
existed  there  for  about  a  year,  is  sufficient  to  sustain  a  verdict 
finding  the  city  guilty  of  negligence.     Crites  v.  New  Richmond,    5.> 

11.  The  mere  fact  that  the  plaintiff  in  an  action  for  sach  injury  had 
previous  knowledge  of  such  defect, —  frequently  saw  it  and  con- 
sidered it  to  be  dangerous, —  does  not  establish  contributory  negli- 
gence on  his  part,  as  a  matter  of  law.  Though  he  knew  of  it,  he 
was  not  bound  at  all  times,  by  day  or  night,  when  passing  over 
such  walk  to  bear  the  defect  in  mind;  and  if  an  injury  occurred 
when  his  attention  was  momentarily  diverted  by  other  matters, 
the  question  of  contributory  negligence  was  one  for  the  jury  to 
decid!e  upon  all  the  facts.  Ibid, 

13.  Plaintiff,  in  passing  over  a  portion  of  a  sidewalk  in  the  defendant 

village  which  inclined  twelve  or  fourteen  inches  in  six  feet,  fell 
and  was  injured.  It  appeared  that  four  slats  had  been  nailed 
across  said  incline  about  fourteen  inches  apart,  but  that  they  had 
been  covered  up  by  snow  which  had  accumulated  on  the  walkr 
that  sleet  or  mist  during  the  night  preceding,  or  early  on  the  morn- 
ing of,  the  accident,  followed  by  a  slight  flurry  of  snow,  had  ren- 
dered the  walk  very  slippery,  but  that  it  had  not  previously  been 
in  that  condition;  that  ashes  had  been  sprinkled  on  the  walk  be- 
fore, but  none  had  been  sprinkled  after,  such  slippery  condition 
arose;  that  the  accident  happened  about  9  o'clock  in  the  morning: 
and  that  plaintiff  had  passed  over  the  place  in  question  a  short 
time  previous  thereto,  going  in  the  opposite  direction,  and  knew  the 
slippery  condition  of  the  walk.  Held^  as  matter  of  law,  that  no> 
defect  in  the  sidewalk  was  shown  which  would  render  the  villapv* 
liable  for  plaintiff's  injury.     Cooper  r.  Waterloo.  424r 

la  The  provision  of  sec.  1339,  R.  S.  1878,  as  amended  by  ch.  236,  Laws  of 
1897,  limiting  the  time  for  service  of  notice  of  injuries  caused  by 
defects  in  highways  and  streets  to  "thirty  days  in  the  case  of  any 
county  or  town,  and  fifteen  days  in  the  case  of  any  city  or  vil- 
lage," is  not  unconstitutional,  either  because  the  time  prescribed 
is  unreasonably  short,  or  because  a  different  limitation  is  pre- 
scribed in  case  of  counties  and  towns  from  that  prescribed  in  case 
of  cities  and  villages.     Daniels  v,  Racine^  649 

Injury  from  explosion  of  firecracker  in  street:  Riot 

14.  A  complaint  alleging  that  plaintiff  was  injured,  while  driving  along 

a  street  in  the  defendant  city  on  the  evening  of  the  Fourth  of  July, 
by  the  explosion  of  a  cannon  cracker,  or  explosive  article,  or  bomb^ 
thrown  and  exploded  by  someone  among  a  crowd  of  thirty  or  more 
people  who  were  obstructing  the  sidewalk,  and  unlawfully  and  in 
a  tumultuous  manner  engaged  in  exploding  firecrackers,  etc.,  which 
were  dangerous  unless  handled  with  extreme  care,  but  not  alleg- 
ing or  containing  anything  to  indicate  that  the  crowd,  or  any 
three  or  more  persons  therein,  had  any  common  intent  or  purpose 
to  injure  the  plaintiff  or  any  other  person  by  the  explosion  in  ques- 
tion, does  not  state  a  cause  of  action  against  the  city  under  sec. 
938,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats.,  making  cities  liable  for  injuries  done  by 
mobs  or  riots.     Aron  v.  Wausau^  592 

Mutual  Insurance  Companies.    See  Insurance,  3-6. 

Name  of  foreign  corporation :  Right  to  use.    See  Insurance,  1. 
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NEGLIGENCE. 

See  Master  and   Servant,  3-38.     Municipal  Corporations,  9-12. 
Railroads,  4-8.    Street  Railways. 

1.  Unless  the  proof  of  contributory  negligence  is  so  clear  and  decisive 
.    as  to  leave  no  room  for  unbiased  and  impartial  minds  to  come  to 

any  other  conclusion,  the  question  of  sucn  negligence  must  be  de- 
termined by  the  jury.    Poioell  v.  Ashland  I.  &  S.  Co.  35 

2.  In  all  cases  lyhere  the  inference  of  contributory  negligence  or  the 

absence  of  it  is  in  doubt,  giving  the  testimony  the  construction 
most  favorable  to  the  party  charged  therewith,  the  question  is  for 
the  jury.  In  order  to  warrant  a  nonsuit,  or  an  absolute  direction 
to  find  for  the  defendant,  on  the  ground  of  contributorv  negli- 
gence, the  proof  of  such  negligence  must  be  clear  and  decisive, 
leaving  no  room  for  impartial  and  unbiased  minds  to  arrive  at 
any  otner  conclusion.     Critea  v.  New  Richmond,  55 

3.  Though  contributory  negligence  ma^  appear  on  the  plaintiff's  own 

showing,  in  an  action  for  personal  injuries,  so  as  to  render  proof 
of  it  by  the  defendant  unnecessary,  yet  an  instruction  that  the 
burden  of  proof  thereof  is  upon  the  defendant  is  not  misleading, 
when  the  court  adds  that  such  negligence  cannot  be  presumed  in 
the  absence  of  facts  showing  it  or  circumstances  from  which  the 
inference  can  properly  be  drawn.  Ibid, 

Negotiable  Instruments.    See  Bili^  and  Notes. 

NEW  TRIAL. 
See  Appeal,  3. 

1.  Sec.  3087,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats,  (providing  in  effect  that  in  ejectment 

when  plaintiff  is  entitled  to  recover  by  reason  of  the  invalidity  of 
any  tax  deed  under  which  defendant  claims  title,  he  shall  be  re- 
quired, except  in  certain  cases,  as  a  condition  precedent  to  judg- 
ment in  his  favor,  to  pay  to  the  defendant  **  the  amount  for  which 
such  land  was  sold,  and  the  costs  of  executing  and  recording  such 
tax  deed,  and  the  amount  paid  by  the  defendant  for  taxes  assessed 
upon  such  premises  subsequent  to  said  sale,  with  interest  on  all 
such  sums  at  the  rate  of  twenty-five  per  centum  per  annum  from 
the  time  so  paid  until  the  date  of  the  verdict,"  subject  to  setoff), 
shows  a  legislative  intent  to  have  the  judgment  conclude  all  fur- 
ther controversy  as  to  any  claim  by  such  defendant  on  account  of 
any  of  such  taxes.  The  propriety  of  allowing  a  new  trial  for  the 
purpose  of  permitting  the  defendant  to  set  up  other  tax  deeds, 
based  upon  certificates  of  sales  for  subsequent  taxes,  where  such 
certificates  were  held  by  him  at  the  time  of  the  trial,  is  therefore 
questioned.     Cook  v.  McConib,  520 

2.  A  party  is  estopped  to  object  to  the  granting  of  a  new  trial  by  ac- 

cepting the  costs  imposed  on  the  other  party  as  a  condition  of 
granting  it.  Ibid. 

3.  In  order  to  warrant  the  granting  of  a  new  trial  on  the  ground  of 

newly  discovered  evidence,  it  must  appear  that  the  facts  upon 
which  reliance  is  placed  were  discovered  after  the  trial  Currnn 
V.  A.  H.  Stange  Co.  598 

4.  Evidence  that  an  expert  witness  who  had  testified  that  he  was  a 

graduate  of  certain  medical  colleges  was  not  a  graduate  of  one  of 
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them  would  be  merely  impeaching  evidence,  and  a  refusal  to  grant 
a  new  trial  on  the  ground  that  that  fact  was  not  discovered  until 
after  the  former  trial  was  therefore  not  error.  Ibi(L 

Nonsuit.    See  Negugence,  1,  2. 
Notice. 
Of  appeal.    See  Appeal,  7.    Attorneys;  2, 
Of  meeting  of  school  board.    See  Common  Schools. 
Of  claim  for  lien.    See  Liens,  1. 

Of  defect  in  machinery.    See  Master  and  Servant,  18, 
Of  rights  in  land.    See  Mortgages.  1. 

Of  injuries  from  defects  in  streets.  See  Municipal  Corporations,  13, 
Of  making  improvements.    See  Tax  Titles,  1. 
Of  lack  of  authority  to  make  contract     See  Towns,  4. 
Of  proceedings  to  have  trust  executed.    See  Trusts  and  Trustees,  1. 
Of  proving  will.    See  Wills,  3-5. 
Nuisance.    See  Courts. 

OFFICERS. 
Commencement  of  term:  Custom^ 

It  being  the  uniform  custom  in  this  state  for  old  officers  to  go  out 
of,  and  newly  elected  officers  to  come  into,  office  at  noon  of  the 
day  appointed  by  law  for  the  term  to  commence,  heldt  that  such 
custom  contravenes  no  statute  and  has  the  force  of  law.  State  ex 
rel  Emberson  v.  Byrne,  16 

De  facto  officers.    See  Justices'  Courts.  2. 

Proof  of  official  character.    See  Partnership,  (1), 

Lumber  inspectors.    See  Agency,  4. 

County  officers.    See  Counties.    District  Attorney. 

Mayor  and  president  of  council.    See  Municipal  Corporations.  1,  2. 

Police  and  fire  commissioners.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  1,  2. 

Town  officers.    See  Towns,  1,  8-6. 

School  officers.    See  Common  Schools. 

PARENT  AND  CHILD. 

See  WiLi£,  2. 

A  decree  of  divorce,  granted  for  cruel  and  inhuman  treatment  of  the 
wife  by  the  husband,  awarded  the  care  and  custody  of  the  chil- 
dren to  the  wife  until  the  youngest  became  ten  years  of  age,  but 
made  no  provision  for  their  support.  When  the  youngest  child 
reached  that  age  the  father  applied  to  the  mother  to  have  the 
child  come  to  live  with  him,  but  the  mother  refused  to  let  him  go. 
and  the  father  thereupon  told  her  that  he  would  not  pay  for  his 
keeping.  Tiiereaftcr  the  father  m^de  freouent  efforts  to  get  the 
child  to  live  with  him,  but  the  mother  would  not  consent,  and  the 
child  continued  to  reside  with  his  mother  until  a  short  time  before 
the  death  of  his  father,  at  which  time  the  latter  sent  him  away  to 
school,  where  he  remained  until  after  his  father's  death.  Held, 
that  a  promise  on  the  part  of  the  father  to  compensate  the  mother 
for  her  necessary  expenses  in  maintaining  the  child  after  the 
f:ither  became  entitled  to  his  care  and  custody,  would  be  implied 
froui  his  acquiescence  in  such  maintenance  by  her  and  his  failure 
to  compel  the  child  to  live  with  him.  Marshall,  J.,  dissents. 
Zilley  V.  Dunwiddle,  438 

pAUTfKs.  See  Appeal,  7.  Costs.  Counties.  Married  Women,  3. 
Pleading,  0.  Sale  of  Chattels,  5.  Towns,  1.  Trusts  and 
Trustees,  2, 
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PARTNERSHIP. 

See  Judgment,  1.    Pleading,  9.    Voluntary  Assignment,  4 

Where  several  persons  who  had  been  doing  business  as  copartners, 
having  a  going  mercantile  business,  formed  a  corporation,  deter- 
mined their  respective  interests  in  the  partnership  property,  sub- 
cribed  for  stock  in  the  corporation  to  the  extent  or  such  interests, 
conveyed  the  partnership  property  and  business  to  the  corporation, 
and  respectively  received  therefor  the  stock  subscribed,  without 
making  any  special  provision  for  the  payment  of  the  partnership 
debts,  and  thereafter  continued  the  business  in  the  same  place, 
with  the  same  property,  but  in  the  name  of  and  for  the  corpora- 
tion, and  there  is  no  evidence  or  circumstance  to  impeach  the 
transaction  for  fraud,  unless  under  sec.  2310,  R  S.  1878,  because  of 
want  of  delivery,  change  and  continued  change  of  possession,  of 
the  things  sold,  the  presumption  of  fraud  arises,  and  thereafter 
some  of  the  property  was  seized  on  executions  issued  on  judg- 
ments against  the  partnership,  the  corporation  replevied  the  same 
and  the  person  making  the  seizure,  in  justification  thereof,  gave 
in  evidence  the  executions  but  made  no  proof  of  his  official  char- 
acter or  of  the  existence  of  the  judgments,  other  than  by  the  pro- 
duction of  such  executions;  Held: 

(1)  That  proof  of  the  existence  of  a  valid  judgment  and  of  the 
official  character  of  the  person  who  made  the  seizure  was  essen- 
tial to  make  out  his  defense,  and  that  neither  of  such  facts  was 
established  by  the  mere  production  of  the  execution. 

(2)  That  a  transfer  of  the  property  by  the  partners  to  the  corpo- 
ration, without  in  any  way  retaining  any  equity  to  have  the  part- 
nership debts  satisfied  out  of  such  property,  left  no  remedy  in 
that  regard  to  the  creditors,  under  the  rule  that  the  creditors  of  a 
partnership  have  no  lien  on.  or  equity  in,  partnership  assets,  inde- 
pendent of  the  equity  of  the  partners. 

(3)  That  the  mere  fact  that  the  debts  of  the  partnership  were 
not  provided  for  in  the  transaction,  there  being  no  proof  that  the 
membere  of  the  partnership  were  insolvent,  was  not  sufficient  to 
in  any  way  impeach  the  bona  fides  of  the  transaction. 

(4)  That  the  statutory  presumption  of  fraud  was  effectually 
rebutted  by  proof  that  a  full  consideration  was  paid  for  the  prop- 
erty.   Densmore  Commission  Co,  v.  Shong^  880 

Payment.  See  Bills  and  Notes,  1.  Limitation  op  Actions,  1.  Sale 
OF  Chattels,  8. 

Physicians  and  Surgeons.  See  Evidence,  2,  3.  Master  and  Serv- 
ant, 14,  27,  28.    New  Trial,  4. 

Plage  of  Trial.    See  Appeal^  1. 

PLATS  OF  LAND. 

See  Boundaries. 

1.  Upon  a  recorded  plat  a  strip  of  land  south  of  and  adjoining  a  river 
was  marked  ''reserved  for  private  use."  South  of  said  strip  wa» 
'  block  7,  on  the  east  side  of  which  was  Walnut  street  and  on  the 
west  side  Vine  street  Upon  the  plat  said  streets  extended  only 
to  the  reserved  strip,  but  in  fact  vine  street  was  used  as  a  i>ublic 
street  to  the  river.  A  deed  of  a  portion  of  said  reserved  strip  de> 
scribed  the  premises  conveyed  as  bounded  "on  the  east  by  Walnut 
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street,  on  the  south  by  block  Na  7,  on  the  west  by  Vine  street,  and 
on  the  north  by  the  center  of  "  the  river.  Held,  that  the  grantee 
in  sucli  deed  took  title  to  the  center  of  Vine  street  extended,  sub- 
ject to  the  public  easement;  and  that  a  conveyance  of  all  the  re- 
mainder of  said  reserved  strip  included  the  west  half  of  Vine  street. 
Brown  v.  Baraboo,  273 

2.  On  the  north  side  of  the  river,  the  plat  extended  to  the  town  line. 
North  of  said  line  was  another  plat  in  which  Oak  street  was  in 
direct  line  with  Vine  street.  Water  street  ran  east  and  west  alon^ 
the  south  side  of  blocks  1,  2,  and  3,  but  the  south  line  of  the  west- 
ern portion  of  said  street,  through  which  Vine  street  would  ran  if 
extended  across  the  river,  was  not  designated,  there  being  no  lota 
between  Water  street  and  the  river  at  that  place.  Two  streets  en- 
tered the  eastern  portion  of  Water  street  from  the  south,  and  three 
entered  the  street  from  the  north,  one  of  the  latter,  the  name  of 
which  was  not  designated,  being  in  direct  line  with  Vine  and  Oak 
streets.  The  plat  stated  that  all  streets  were  sixty-six  feet  wide. 
Held,  that  the  recording  of  said  plat  and  the  public  use  of  the  un- 
named street,  and  of  W^ater  street  along  said  three  blocks,  for  more 
than  forty  years,  constituted  a  dedication  of  such  streets  to  the 
public,  notwithstanding  a  reouirement  that  plats  should  "particu- 
larly describe  and  set  forth  all  streets  .  •  •  giving  names,  width, 
courses,  boundaries,  and  extent."  IbidL 

PLEADING. 

See  Appeal,  6,  12.  Bills  and  Notes,  1.  Cloud  on  Title.  Estates 
OF  Decedents,  7.  Insurance,  13  (b).  Libel,  1,  6.  Master  and 
Servant,  1,  5,  6,  9.  20,  29.  Mortgages,  3.  Tax  Titles,  1,  3. 
Towns,  1.    Voluntary  Assignment,  1. 

1.  In  an  action  by  an  executor  to  foreclose  a  mortgage  given  to  his 

testator,  a  son  of  the  latter  was  interpleaded  as  claiming  to  owu 
the  notes  and  mortgage.    He  answered  claiming  to  own  them  by 

f)urchase  from  his  father,  but  at  the  trial  the  proof  showed  that 
le  was  the  owner  bj-  gift.  A  prior  examination  of  the  son.  how- 
ever, under  sec.  4096.  R.  S.,  had  shown  the  nature  of  his  claim,  so 
that  plaintiff  was  not  misled.  Held,  that  there  was  no  failure  of 
proof  on  the  part  of  tlie  son,  and  no  material  variance,  the  sub- 
stance of  the  issue  being  the  ownership  of  the  notes,  and  the 
means  whereby  the  son  became  the  owner  being  merely  inci- 
dental.   McNally  r.  Mc Andrew,  62 

2.  The  only  pleadings  in  actions  under  the  Code  are  those  prescribed 

thereby.  It  constitutes  a  complete  system  which  pre>erves  all 
the  remedies,  both  at  law  and  in  equity,  of  the  old  system  and 
with  the  rules  of  court,  prescribes  the  methods  of  procedure  and 
system  of  pleading  by  which  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  is  exer- 
cised and  the  remedies  pursued.  Kollock  v.  Scribner,  104 
8.  The  system  of  pleading,  consisting  of  complaint,  demurrer,  answer, 
and  reply,  meets  tlie  necessities  of  all  parties,  in  all  cases,  and 
in  all  courts.  The  answer  setting  up  new  matter  constituting  a 
counterclaim,  where  a  defendant  seeks  affirmative  relief  against 
a  plaintiff,  and  the  answer  setting  up  facts  entitling-a  defendant 
to  such  relief  against  his  co-defendant  as  the  court  has  jurisdiction 
to  grant  under  sea  2iSS3,  R  S.,  take  the  place  of  the  cross  bill  of 
tlie  oM  practice.  The  answer  of  a  defendant,  seeking  relief  of  his 
co-defendant,  is  in  the  nature  of  a  cross  bill,  but  is  an  answer  and 
a  code  pleading  nevertheless.                                                          Jbid. 
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4.  A  defendant  seekjng  relief  of  a  co-defendant  must  set  up  the  facts 

entitling  him  thereto  by  answer,  and  therein  claim  such  relief,  and 
it  is  proper  for  the  court  to  require  him  to  serve  such  answer  on 
the  defendant  affected  thereby  and  to  require  the  latter  to  ^lead 
to  such  answer  by  way  of  demurrer  or  reply.  IbicL 

5.  Where  there  is  an  answer  by  a  defendant,  setting  up  new  matter 

entitling  him  to  relief  against  a  co-defendant,  and  claiming  such 
relief,  and  the  facts  constituting  the  cause  of  action  in  that  re- 
gard, independent  of  the  principal  action,  would  not  entitle  such 
defendant  to  any  relief  in  equity,  if  the  complaint  fails  for  want 
of  equity,  or  i^  dismissed,  that  carries  with  it  the  incidental  issues 
between  the  co-defendants.  IbicL 

6.  A  defect  of  parties  plaintiff  cannot  be  reached  by  a  general  de- 

murrer to  the  complaint    Beyer  v,  Crandon,  806 

7.  In  an  action  to  recover  a  balance  due  for  merchandise  sold  and  de- . 

livered  to  the  defendant,  under  an  answer  admitting  the  purchase 
and  alleging  payment,  evidence  that  $500,  paid  to  plaintiffs  by 
defendant  on  account  of  another  transaction  before  the  merchan- 
dise was  purchased,  should  be  applied  as  payment  on  the  mer- 
chandise,  was  inadmissible.  The  facts  entitling  defendant  to  * 
such  application  should  have  been  pleaded  as  a  counterclaim.  Mor- 
gan  v,  Hayes,  813 

8.  Allegations  that  defendants  were  copartners;  that  plaintiff  had  a 

running  account  with  the  firm;  that  he  delivered  to  the  firm  a  cer- 
tificate for  corporate  stock,  under  an  agreement  that  the  div- 
idends paid  thereon  should  be  collected  and  credited  to  him  oh 
such  account;  that  several  dividends  were  collected,  the  amount 
of  each  being  specified;  and  that  defendants  thereafter  refused  to 
credit  the  same  as  agreed,  or  to  account  therefor,  are  lield  sufii- 
oient  to  state  a  cause  of  action  for  breach  of  the  agreement  Lit- 
tle r.  Staples,  34-1 

9.  Under  sec.  4197,  R  S.  1878,  where  the  complaint  expressly  alleged 

that  the  defendants  were  copartners,  a  general  denial  did  not  put 
in  issue  the  question  of  partnership.    Lago  r.  Walsh,  348 

10.  In  an  action  to  recover  instalments  of  rent,  the  verification  of  the 

complaint  by  an  a^^ent  showed  that  the  deponent  had  acted  as 
agent  for  the  plaintiff  in  collecting  rents  for  several  years,  and  had 
collected  a  considerable  amount  thereof,  and  that  his  belief  as  to 
the  allegations  made  upon  information  and  belief  was  founded 
upon  transactions  wherein  he  was  plaintiff's  agent  Held,  that 
this  sufficiently  set  forth  the  agent's  knowledge  and  the  grounds 
of  his  belief,  under  sec.  2666,  R.  S.  1878.    Eoosevelt  r.  Ulmer,       356 

11.  The  admission  of  service  indorsed  upon  the  back  of  a  summons  and 

complaint  cannot  be  considered  in  passing  upon  a  demurrer  based 
upon  the  statutes  of  limitation,  since,  under  sec.  2649,  R.  S.  1878,  a 
demurrer  reaches  only  such  defects  as  appear  upon  the  face  of  the 
complaint     Anderson  v,  Douglas  Co,  393 

12.  The  objection  that  the  plaintiff  has  an  adequate  remedy  at  law  can- 

not be  raised  by  a  demurrer  ore  tenus  to  the  complaint  Bigelow 
V.  Waslibum,  553 

13.  In  pleading  fraud  it  is  not  sufficient  to  allege  the  mere  conclusion 

that  the  party  acted  fraudulently,  but  the  facts  from  which  such 
conclusion  is  drawn  must  be  stated.    Crowley  v.  Hicks,  566 

14.  In  an  action  to  compel  a  conveyance  of  land  which  plaintiff  claimed 

to  have  bought  at  auction  sales,  an  allegation  m  the  complaint 
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that  when  the  land  was  first  put  up  at  auction  bj  defendants  the 
plaintiff  was  the  highest  and  best  bidder,  and  that  **  memoranda 
of  the  bids  and  sale  were  duly  made  and  kept  by  the  parties,"  i» 
held  insufficient  to  show  a  compliance  with  the  statute  of  fraudsr 
(sec.  2'(i04,  R.  S.  1878),  where  the  complaint  does  not  state  that  a 
sale  was  then  in  fact  made,  but  alleges  two  subsequent  auction 
sales  of  the  same  land  by  the  defendants,  at  each  of  which,  also, 
the  plaintiff  was  the  highest  and  best  bidder,  and  does  not  show 
upon  which  sale  he  relies.  •  Ibid. 

15.  A  cause  of  action  against  executors  in  their  rei)resentative  capacity 
cannot  be  joined  with  a  cause  of  action  against  them  as  individ- 
uals Ibi€L 

10.  A  demurrer  on  the  ground  that  the  action  was  not  commenced 
within  the  time  limited  by  law  will  not  be  considered  if  it  fails  to 
refer  to  the  statute  relied  on,  as  required  by  sec.  2651,  R.  S.  1878L 

Ibid 

POWERa 

See  Mortgages,  7,  a    Wili^,  6. 

The  common-law  rule  that  where  a  person  has  both  an  interest  and 
a  power,  a  conveyance  by  him  which  contains  no  apt  words  indi- 
cating an  intent  to  exercise  the  power  will  be  helci  to  be  merely 
a  conveyance  of  the  interest,  and  not  an  execution  of  the  power^ 
was  not  changed  by  sec.  2149,  R.  S.  1878,  providing  that  "every 
instrument  executed  by  the  grantee  of  a  power,  conveying  an  es- 
tate or  creating  a  charge,  which  such  grantee  is  authorized  by 
the  power  to  convey  or  create,  but  which  he  would  have  no  right 
to  convey  or  create,  unless  by  virtue  of  his  power,  shall  be  deemed 
a  valid  execution  of  the  power,  although  suoh  power  be  not  recited 
or  referred  to  therein."    Lardner  v.  Williams,  514 

Practice.  See  Appeal  and  Error.  Attachment.  Attorneys.  Con- 
tempt, 2.  Costs.  County  Courts.  Court  and  Jury.  Crim- 
inal Law.  Damages.  Estates  op  Decedents,  3, 6, 7.  Evidence. 
Garnishment.  Instructions  to  Jury.  Judgment.  Justices' 
Courts.  Logs  and  Lumber.  1.  Married  Women.  2.  Master 
AND  Servant,  1.  Negligence.  New  Trial.  Pleading.  Re- 
ceivers. Reference.  Service  of  Summons.  Taxation,  l.  Ver- 
dict.   Wills,  3-5. 

Preferences.  See  Corporations,  1  (5).  Estates  of  Decedents,  1,  2. 
Voluntary  Assignment,  9. 

Presumptions.  See  Criminal  Law,  4.  Jurisdiction.  MaeriaoEi  V 
Taxation,  a 

Principal  and  Agent.    See  Agency. 
Principal  and  Surety.    See  Mortgages,  4. 
Printing  on  appeal.    See  Appeal,  17. 
Priority.    See  Liens,  3,  6.    Mortgages,  2. 
Privileged  Communications.    See  Evidence,  2,    Marriage,  2L 
Probate  of  will.    See  Wills,  3-5. 
Process.    See  Criminal  Law,  4.    Service  of  Summons. 
Promissory  Notes.    See  Bills  and  Notes. 

Proximate  Cause.  See  Master  and  Servant,  5,  20.  Railroads,  4,  JV 
7,  8.    Street  Railways,  3. 
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PuBiJC  ScHOOLa    See  Common  Schools. 

PuBUCATiON  of  summons,  eta    See  Serviob  of  Summons. 

Publication  of  notice.    See  Wills,  4,  5. 

Punitory  Damages.    See  Libel,  3. 

Qulal  Timet.    See  Cloud  on  Title. 

RAILROADa 

Taking  of  land:  Proceeding  to  recover  compensation:  Limitations. 

1.  A  proceedinpT  by  remaindermen  to  recover  compensation  under  sea 

1852,  R.  S.  1878,  for  the  taking  of  land  by  a  railroad  company  is  an 
action  for  an  injury  to  the  inheritance  within  the  meaning  of  sec. 
2198.  providing  that  remaindermen  may  maintain  such  an  action 
notwithstanding  any  intervening  estate  for  life  or  years.  The 
running  of  the  statute  of  limitations  is.  therefore,  not  suspended 
during  the  intervenihg  estate.     Hooe  v.  C,  M.  &  St.  P.  R  Co.    302 

2.  Such  a  proceeding  by  remaindermen  must  be  commenced  within 

six  years  after  the  right  of  action  accrues,  or  it  will  be  barred 
under  subd.  5,  sec.  4322,  R.  S.  1878,  limiting  the  time  within  which 
actions  to  recover  for  injuries  to  real  property  must  be  brought. 

Ibid. 

3.  B^  commencing  proceedings  under  sec.  1852,  R  S.  1878,  for  the  tak- 

ing of  land  by  a  railroad  company,  remaindermen  elected  to  take 
the  compensation  provided  for  therein,  and  thereby  waived  all 
remedies  they  otherwise  might  have  had  for  the  recovery  of  the 
land  itself.  Ibid. 

Fires  negligently  set:  Fences.    See  Railroads,  7. 

4.  A  fire  started  by  defendant's  negligence,  after  spreading  one  mile 

and  a  quarter  to  the  northeast,  near  plaintiffs'  property,  met  a  fire 
having  no  responsible  origin,  coming  from  the  northwest  After 
the  union,  fire  swept  on  from  the  northwest  to  and  into  plaintiffs* 
property,  causing  its  destruction.  Either  fire,  if  the  other  had  not 
existed,  would  have  reached  the  property  and  caused  its  destruc- 
tion at  the  same  time.     Held: 

(1)  That  the  rule  of  liability  in  case  of  joint  wrongdoers  does 
not  apply. 

(2)  That  the  independent  fire  from  the  northwest  became  a  su« 
perseding  cause,  so  that  the  destruction  of  the  property  could  not, 
with  reasonable  certainty,  be  attributed  in  whole  or  in  part  to  the 
fire  having  a  responsible  origin:  that  the  chain  of  responsible 
causation  was  so  broken  by  the  fire  from  the  northwest  that  the 
negligent  fire,  if  it  reached  the  property  at  all.  was  a  remote  and 
not  the  proximate  cause  of  the  loss.  Cook  v.  M.,  St  P.  &  S,  S.  M. 
B.  Co.  -  62:t 

5.  After  the  fire  swept  everything  of  a  combustible  character  clean, 

on  both  sides  of  defendant's  right  of  way,  plaintiffs*  horses,  that 
were  running  at  large,  went  upon  the  railway  track  and  were 
killed  by  a  passing  train  without  negligence  on  the  part  of  the 
train  men.  The  right  of  way  had  never  been  fenced  as  required 
by  law.    Held: 

(1)  That  the  rule  of  absolute  liability,  under  the  statute  requir- 
ing railway  companies  to  fence  their  tracks,  applies  onl}'  where 
the  loss  is  produced,  in  whole  or  in  part,  by  reason  of  the  failure 
to  fence. 

(2)  That  in  the  circumstances  stated  the  chain  of  causation 
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reaching  from  the  failure  to  fence  was  broken  by  the  fire  that 
would  unquestionably  have  destroyed  the  fence  if  it  had  existed, 
so  that  the  failure  to  fence  cannot  be  said  to  have  contributed  to 
the  entry  of  the  horses  upon  the  railway  track.  Ibid, 

Collisions  at  highway  crossiiigs. 

6.  In  an  action  against  a  railway  company  to  recover  for  the  killing 

of  a  team  in  a  collision  at  a  highway  crossing  in  the  country, 
where  no  statute  or  ordinance  regulated  the  rate  of  speed,  negli- 
gence cannot  be  inferred  from  the  mere  fact  that  the  train  was 
running  about  forty  miles  per  hour.  SuHon  v.  C,  8t  P.,  M.  <f:  O, 
R  Co.  157 

7.  Tlie  failure  of  a  railroad  company  to  properly  fence  its  right  of 

way  cannot  be  the  basis  of  a  recovery  for  the  killing  of  a  t^am  at 
a  highway  crossing,  where  there  is  no  evidence  tending  to  show 
that  the  fence  or  its  absence  had  anything  to  do  with  the  accident. 

IbicL 

8.  In  order  to  charge  a  railroad  company  with  negligence  by  reason 

of  an  open  ditch  in  the  highway  at  a  crossing,  on  the  ground  that 
the  company  had  failed  to  restore  the  crossing  to  its  former  con- 
dition of  usefulness  as  required  by  sec  1836,  R.  S.,  it  must  appear 
that  the  ditch  was  caused  by  the  failure  of  the  company  to  com- 
ply with  the  statute.  Ibid. 

9.  The  existence  of  a  highway  when  a  railroad  was  constructed,  so  as 

to  render  it  the  duty  of  the  company  to  restore  the  highway  to  its 
former  condition  of  usefulness,  under  sea  18B6.  R.  Q,,  is  Keid  to 
have  been  establislied,  prima  facie,  by  the  evidence  of  witnesses 
that  they  were  acquainted  with  the  highway  at  the  point  in  ques- 
tion before  the  railroad  was  built  and  that  it  was  traveled  at  that 
time:  and  introduction  of  the  records  of  the  laying  out  of  the 
highway  was  unnecessary.  Ibid. 

10.  Evidence  of  witnesses  who  were  not  listening  for  locomotive  sig- 
nals at  a  highway  crossing,  and  did  not  have  their  attention  directed 
to  the  subject,  that  they  did  not  hear  the  whistle  blown  at  the 
proper  distance  from  the  crossing,  but  did  hear  it  blown  at  a  much 
loss  distance,  is  held  insufficient  to  support  a  verdict  to  the  efifect 
that  proper  signals  were  not  given.  Ibid 

Street  railways.    See  Street  Railways. 

Rape.    See  Criminal  Law,  7. 

Real  Property.  See  Boundaries.  Cloud  on  Title.  Estates  op 
Decedents,  4,  5.  Fraudulent  Conveyances.  Highways,  .2. 
Homesteads.  Landlord  and  Tenant.  Limitation  op  Actions,  2. 
Mortgages.  Municipal  Corporations,  8,  4.  New  Trial.  1. 
Plats  of  Land.  Pleading,  14.  Powers.  Railroads,  1-3.  Re- 
ceivers. Recording  Acts.  Tax  Titles.  Trusts  and  Trustees. 
Vendor  and  Purchaser.    Waters.    Wills,  6. 

RECEIVERS. 

See  Corporations. 

The  court  which  had  appointed  a  receiver  for  a  corporation  rendered 
judgment  for  the  plaintiffs  in  an  action  to  subject  lands  m  the 
hands  of  the  receiver  to  the  lien  of  plaintiffs*  executions  against 
the  grantor  of  the  corporation.  The  judgment  directed  that  the 
sheriff  proceed  upon  sivid  executions  to  sell  the  lands.    Held,  that 


Wis.]  I:N^DEX.  690 


this  direction  was  within  the  power  of  the  court  and  will  not  be 
disturbed  in  the  absence  of  anything  to  show  that  such  method  of 
enforcing  the  lien  was  prejudicial.    Cass  v,  Sutherland,  551 

Record.    See  Appeal,  20.    Estates  op  Decedents,  3.    Jurisdiction. 

Recorded  Plats.    See  Plats  of  Land. 

RECORDING  ACTS. 

A  mere  executory  contract  for  the  sale  of  land  is  not  a  "convey- 
ance," within  the  meaning  of  sees.  2241,  2242,  R  S.,  nor  is  the 
▼endee  a  "  purchaser  "  within  the  meaning  of  those  sections,  which 
make  an  unrecorded  conversance  void  as  against  a  subsequent  pur- 
chaser in  ^ood  faith  whose  conveyance  shall  -first  be  recorded. 
First  Nat,  Bank  v.  Chafee,  43 

Redemption.    See  Mortgages,  5. 

Reference  held  proper  in  a  case  where  the  trial  necessarily  required 
the  examination  of  a  long  account    Lyle  v,  Esser,  234 

Reformation.    See  Mortgages,  7,  8. 

Registry  of  Deeds.    See  Recording  Acts. 

Remaindermen.    See  Estates  of  Decedents,  a    Railroads,  1. 

Res  Adjddicata.  See  Estates  of  Decedents,  6.  Master  and  Serv- 
ant, 21. 

Rescission.    See  Sale  op  Chattels,  6-8.    Vendor  and  Purchaser,  5-8. 

Reversal.    See  Appeal,  Affirmance  and  reversal. 

RIOT. 

See  Municipal  Corporations,  14. 

In  order  to  constitute  an  unlawful  assembly  or  riot  under  sec.  4511, 
R.  S.  1878,  the  three  or  more  persons  engaged  therein  must  have  a 
common  purpose  to  do  the  act  complamed  of.    Aron  n  Wausau, 
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Roads  and  Streets.    See  Highways.    Municipal  Corporations,  9-13. 

Plats  of  Land.    Railroads,  6-10.    Towns,  2-5. 
Salaries.    See  Counties.    District  Attorney. 
Rules  of  Court. 

Supreme  Court  Rule  IX  (Briefs),  417,  418. 

Supreme  Court  Rule  XXXIl  (Reversal  for  excess),  525,  526, 

SALE  OF  CHATTELa 
See  Agency.    Logs  and  Lumber. 

1.  The  rule  of  caveat  emptor  has  no  application  where  a  purchase  is 

induced  by  fraudulent  representations  on  the  part  of  the  seller. 
Beetle  v.  Anderson,  5 

2.  An  error  in  instructing  the  jury,  in  a  case  where  a  purchase  was 

induced  by  fraudulent  representations,  that  the  rule  of  caveat 
emptor  applies,  is  not  cured  by  a  further  instruction  that  a  pur- 
chaser has  a  right  to  rely  upon  representations  made  by  the  seller 
as  to  matters  within  the  knowledge  of  the  seller  but  not  known  to 
the  purchaser.  Ibid., 
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S.  In  a  case  where  an  a^ent,  acting  for  the  purchasers,  received  rep- 
resentations from  the  seller  as  to  the  value  of  the  property  in- 
cluded in  the  mortgage  proposed  to  be  purchased  by  him,  and  the 
financial  standing  of  the  indorsers  of  the  notes  secured  thereby, 
which  were  false,  and  which  being  reported  by  him  to  the  plaintiffs 
induced  them  to  purchase  such  mortgage,  an  instruction  that  if 
such  agent  was  not  appointed  the  agent  of  the  defendant  his  rep- 
resentations to  the  plaintiffs  would  not  bind  him,  and,  if  he  was 
such  agent,  the  defendant  would  not-  be  bound  thereby  unless  the 
agent  made  them  with  knowledge  that  they  were  false,  or  made 
them  with  defendant's  knowledge  and  the  defendant  knew  them 
to  be  false  or  had  no  reason  to  believe  them  to  be  true,  is  erroneous* 
because  the  seller  is  responsible  in  such  a  case  for  the  representa- 
tions made  by  him  to  the  plaintiffs'  agent,  even  though  the  latter 
may,  for  some  purposes,  represent  the  seller  alsa  IbitL 

4.  The  measure  of  damages  recoverable  by  one  who  was  induced  to 

purchase  a  mortgage  by  fraudulent  representations  as  to  the  value 
of  the  mortgaged  property  and  the  responsibilitv  of  the  indorsers 
of  the  notes  secured  thereby,  is  a  sum  eoual  to  that  portion  of  the 
mortgage  debt  which  the  securities,  when  properly  applied,  will 
fail  to  pay,  when,  if  they  had  been  as  represented,  they  would 
have  been  adequate  to  pay  the  whole  debt  HwL 

5.  Where  several  persons,  induced  by  false  representations,  purchased 

a  mortgage,  each  contributing  one  fourth  of  the  money,  held,  that 
their  interests  in  the  securities  were  joint,  and  they  might  properlv 
sue  jointly  for  the  fraud.  Ibid. 

6.  Although  a  vendor  of  chattels  must  ordinarily  return  or  offer  to  re- 

turn tne  consideration  received,  so  as  to  put  the  buyer  in  statu  quo, 
before  he  can  rescind  the  sale  on  the  ground  of  fraud,  the  rule 
requiring  such  restoration  is,  nevertheless,  equitable  in  its  nature, 
and  does  not  require  the  doing  of  unreasonable  or  impossible 
things,  which  do  not  tend  to  secure  equity  in  the  particular  trans- 
action.   Friend  Bros,  Clothing  Co.  v.  JBulbert,  183^ 

7.  Where  sales  are  made  upon  credit  at  different  times  through  a 

period  of  several  months,  each  sale  will  be  treated  as  a  separate 
and  distinct  transaction,  for  the  purpose  of  the  rule  requiring  a 
return  of  the  consideration  received  as  a  condition  of  rescinding 
the  sale.  Ibid, 

8.  Where  the  payments  made  by  the  purchaser  in  such  a  case  did  not 

exceed  the  amount  of  the  first  sale,  each  payment  should  be  ap- 
plied upon  that  purchase,  unless  at  the  time  it  was  made  it  was 
specifically  applied  by  the  purchaser  upon  some  other  purchase. 

Ibid 
Sale  of  Land.    See  Pleadino,  14.    Vendor  and  Pdrohaseb. 

Sales  for  taxes.    See  Tax  Titles. 
Schools.    See  Common  Schools. 
SEALa    See  Voluntart  Assignment,  & 

SERVICE  OF  SUMMONS. 

See  Pleading,  11. 

1.  The  provision  of  sec.  2640,  R  S.  1878,  that  the  facts  required  to  exist 
in  order  to  authorize  service  by  publication  must  appear  in  the 
complaint  and  affidavit  for  publication  taken  together,  is  a  juris- 
dictional requirement  and  must  be  strictly  complied  with.  Eoo>ie- 
velt  V.  Ulmer,  »jft 
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2,  The  provisions  of  se&  2640,  R  S.  1878,  that  the  order  for  publication 
"shall  direct  that  the  service  of  the  summons  be  made  by  its  pub- 
lication in  a  newspaper  .  .  .  not  less  than  once  a  week  for  six 
weeks,  and  that  on  or  before  the  day  of  the  first  publication  "  a 
copy  be  deposited  in  the  post  office,  etc.;  and  that  "the  first  publi- 
cation must  be  made  within  three  months  from  the  date  of  such 
order,"  are  not  sufficiently  complied  with  by  an  order  requiring 
the  first  publication  be  maae  "  three  months /ro7»  the  date  "  thereof, 
and  that  "on  or  about  the  date  of  the  first  publication'*  the  sum- 
mons be  mailed.  Ibid, 

SiDEWALKa    See  Municipal  Corporations,  d-13. 

Special  Verdict.    See  Master  and  Servant,  22, 23,  81,  sa    Verdict. 

Specific  Performance.    See  Vendor  and  Purchaser,  1-4* 

STATE  VETERINARIAN. 

The  destruction  of  valuable  cattle,  free  from  any  disease,  by  the 
state  veterinarian  under  color  of  cb.  467,  Laws  of  18*185,  as  amended 
by  ch.  76,  Laws  of  1887  (authorizing  the  destruction  of  animals  in 
case  they  are  affected  with  some  "  contagious  or  infectious  dis- 
ease of  malignant  or  very  fatal  nature  *' ),  is  unlawful  and  tortious. 
Houston  V,  State,  481 

IStatute  of  Frauds.    See  Chattel  Mortgages.    Pleading,  14 
Statute  of  Limitations.    See  Limitation  op  Actions. 
Statutes. 

Constitutionality.  See  Corporations,  1(5),  2.  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions, 3,  6,  13. 

Construction.  See  Appeal,  1-5,  7,  20.  Claims,  1.  Cloud  on  Title. 
Costs.  County  Courts.  Estates  of  Decedents,  6.  Highways, 
1-8.  Homesteads,  1.  Injunctions.  1.  Insurance,  a  Judgment,  1. 
Justices'  Courts,  1.  Libel,  5.  Liens,  1,  4-11.  Married  Women. 
Mortgages,  5,  6.  Municipal  Corporations.  1-8.  New  Trial,  1. 
Pleading,  2,  3,  9-11, 14, 16.  Powers.  Railroads,  1-3,  5.  Record- 
ing Acts.  Riot.  Service  of  Summons.  Voluntary  Assignment, 
7-9.    Wills,  2,  a 

Repeal    See  Appeal.  1.    Liens,  10. 

Curative  act:  Vested  rights.    See  Voluntary  Assignment,  ?• 

General  or  special  law?    See  Municipal  Corporations,  5. 

STATUTES  CITED,  ETtt 
Constitution  of  Wisconsin.  Session  Laws  — con. 


Art.     I,  sec.    7         -       -       -    614 

1879. 

Ch. 

.   31,  sea  1  - 

446,  450 

"    IV,    "27         -        -       .    487 

1882. 

« 

36,  suboh.  VII, 

sec. 

"   IV,    «    31,  subd.  9  -    128, 129. 

25  -       -       . 

252,  255 

135 

1882. 

« 

36,  subch.  VII,  J 

sees. 

"    XI,    *•      3        -      128,130,136 

26-28     - 

-    255 

Session  Laws. 

1885. 
1887. 

(1 

467     -        -       - 
1,  sec.  6  - 

-  481 

-  296 

1856.  Ch.  120,  sec  71         -       -    169 

1887. 

i< 

1,  seca  11,  13 

-    300 

I860.     *'    264,    "    10,  subd.  1,4      98 

1887. 

(« 

76     -       .       - 

-    481 

1869.  P.  &  L.  ch.  43,  sec.  4    292,  296 

18M7. 

i( 

162,  subch.  II,  sec.  2      21 

1872.  Ch.    29     .        -        -     274,285 

1887. 

« 

182,       "      II, 

"    4     16, 

1872.     •*    119     -       .       -       -    805 

21 

ro2 
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STATUTES  CITED,  Etc.— con. 


Session  Laws  — con. 


Revised  Statutes  of  1878— con. 


1887. 

Ch.l62,subch.III,sec  3     16. 

21 

Section 

it 

1240     - 
1284     . 

-  -        -    559 

-  -    488,403 

1889. 

« 

27,       "       V,     "    6    543 

tt 

1295     - 

-     306,309 

1889. 

« 

27,       "  VII,     "    4   543, 

Sections  1334-1336 

.       -    489, 4aa 

544,  546 

Section 

1337     - 

-     488, 493^9.> 

1889. 

<i 

27,      "  VII,    seca 

tt 

1339     • 

-     649,650 

5,6        -        -       -    543 

tt 

1347     - 

-    651 

1889. 

« 

27,  subch.  VIII,  sec. 

ti 

1503     . 

.        .        .    432 

13         -        -     543-546 

** 

1675     - 

-    557 

1889. 

<» 

413     .        -  ^    -       -    582 

tt 

1688     - 

-    526 

18S9. 

« 

488,  sec.  13      128, 130, 134 

tt 

1694    - 

-      71 

1891. 

« 

139     .        -      578,581,682 

u 

1696     . 

.        .     246.250 

1^91. 

It 

139,  sees.  1,  4    -     466,  474 

it 

1758    . 

-    aS5 

1891. 

tt 

139,  sec.  5-        -     465,470 

1773    - 

1810    .       - 

-    461 

1891. 

<i 

179,    "    8-      128, 13i»,  134 

-    645 

i8:n. 

«< 

803     -        -        -     525,526- 

tt 

1836    - 

-     157, 160 

1891. 

(( 

418     -        .        .         94,97 

it 

1852    - 

-     302. 3a5 

l8Jd. 

« 

61     •        .        •        -    526 

tt 

1943    - 

-     258, 265 

1893. 

(( 

88     -        -        -        -    421 

tt 

1977    - 

.        -        .    264 

1893. 

« 

235     -        .        -     258,270 

tt 

2149    - 

-     515, 52l> 

I8'.)a 

K 

311      -        -        -     128,135 

tt 

2180    . 

•    284 

1893. 

M 

311,  sec.  2-       -     128,135 

tt 

2198    - 

.        -        .    305 

1895. 

i( 

22,  seca  4, 8     -       -    613 

it 

2238    - 

-      49 

1895. 

U 

126      -        -        -     841,342 

Sections  2241,  2242  - 

.        -  42,  48,  49 

1«95. 

i« 

212    97,  98,  121,  127,  318, 
321 

Section 

2245    - 
2278    .       . 

■        -        -      49 

•     .        -    20O 

1895. 

(1 

212,  sec.l,subd.l   541,542 

« 

2286    -        . 

-     287,290 

1895. 

(( 

212,    "    1,     "     2  102,103 

tt 

2294    - 

-    199 

1895. 

it 

238     ...        -    135 

tt 

2296    - 

-    20O 

1897. 

<( 

236     .        -        -     649,650 

tt 

2304    - 

.        .     566,571 

1897. 

H 

247     -        -        -    16,19-21 

ti 

2310    - 

.     381,384 

1897. 

« 

288     -        -      128, 129, 135 

Sections  2342-2344  - 

-     -  5ia 

1897. 

« 

288,  sec.  3  -       -        -    185 

Section 

2440    - 

-    452 

1897. 
1897. 

it 

334,     "2-        -     245,250 
380     -       -      128,129,185 

it 

tt 

2465  - 

2466  -        • 

.     445,450 

.        .        -    450 

tt 

2471    - 

.     446, 452 

Territorial  Statutes  of  1839. 

tt 

2538    .       . 

-     341-343 

Page 

15S 

,§1     .       -        .        -286 

2600    - 
Sections  2602,  2603  - 

-    112 
-        -    112 

Revised  Statutes  op  1849. 

Section 

2610    -        - 

.     113,  115 

" 

2639,  subd. 

1      -        -    358 

Ch.  41 

,  sea  1     -       -     '  -       -    286 

■a 

2640    .        - 

356,  358,  a59 

Sections  2644.  2645   - 

-    113 

Revised  Statutes  op  1858. 

Section 

2649     - 

.        .     893,805 

Ch.    85,  J 
"      89, 

sea  51  -       -        -       -    520 
"30-       -       -       -    284 

(( 

2651     .        . 
2653    -        - 

-     566, 573 
-    395 

"    138, 

"13-        .        -        -    285 

ti 
ti 

2655    - 
2666    - 

-    113 
-     856, 358 

Revised  Statutes  op  187a 

<i 

2669    - 

-      64 

a 

2678    - 

164,  167, 169 

Sections 

433,438     .        -        -      24 

Sections  2745,  2746   - 

.        -        -    456 

M 

442,444,446      -        -      25 

" 

2766,  2768  - 

-        -    251 

Section 

694     -        -        -        -    589 

Section 

2774    -        . 

.        .    149 

(* 

7o2     -        -        -        -    586 

«( 

2786    - 

.    246 

it 

824     -        -        -        -    556 

a 

2792    - 

.        -        .    270 

"Wis.] 
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STATUTES  CITED,  Era— con. 
KsYisED  Statutes  of  1878  — con.    Revised  Statutes  op  1878  — con^ 


Section 

2829    - 

.     844,847 

Section 

4014    - 

.     400.  403,  404 

«< 

2864    . 

-       -    £39 

*i 

4031     . 

-     406,  501,  504 

« 

2875    - 

-        -    462 

u 

4035     - 

'        -        -    40(^ 

M 

2883    . 

105,  115,  116 

(« 

4050     - 

.    50& 

(1 

2885    - 

.     344, 347 

« 

4067    -        . 

'        -        -    334 

(t 

2983    - 

-     229,230 

l( 

4072    -        . 

.        .        .    624 

« 

8049    - 

.     271, 272 

M 

4075    - 

.     .     -    5a 

tt 

3069,  subd.  3 

-        -    457 

(( 

4089     - 

-     158.  162 

M 

8069,      *• 

4 

97,98 

«< 

4096     - 

-  62,  64,  65^ 

U 

8070    . 

.        -    321 

« 

4197    .        - 

-     350,353 

(( 

8092    - 

.        .    530 

l( 

4207    - 

.        -    285^ 

M 

3156    . 

-        -    332 

« 

4211     .        . 

.        .        -    285 

« 

3164    - 

-     525, 526 

l< 

4218     -        . 

.    285 

« 

3169    - 

-     872,  379 

it 

4222,  subd. . 

5       -     802,305 

« 

3186    . 

-     419,421 

t< 

4243     - 

.        -        .    28^ 

l< 

3200    . 

-     482,487 

II 

4247     -        . 

-    239 

Sections  3216-8228 

-     143,  151 

« 

4511     - 

-    592.  59ft 

*i 

3314-3347  (ch.  148)     -   678, 
582.  583 

a  &  B.  Annotated  Statutes. 

Section 

3315    . 

• 

-        -    1,3 

Section 

128     -        - 

.        -        -      21 

M 

3316     . 

. 

578,  582,  583 

ti 

938     .        . 

.        -     592. 596 

U 

3333    - 

-       -    470 

(( 

12106  -        . 

.       .       -    397 

(* 

3340    - 

.       .    473 

u 

1210/1  - 

-     394,395 

« 

3368     - 

-        .      33 

u 

1492a  -       . 

'       -        -    486 

Sections  3480,  3481 

-        -    149 

« 

1693a  - 

-     458,  460 

Section 

3525    - 

-       -    868 

l< 

2014a  - 

203,  204.  216 

Sections  3533,  3584 

-     859,362 

(( 

20146  .     203,  204,  216,  223 

Section 

3540     - 

859,  362,  363 

« 

2345     .       ■ 

-    51S 

t( 

8778    - 

-     833,  334 

(1 

2608     .        - 

-     509,  514 

<• 

8781     - 

.     333-335 

II 

2771     - 

.     231,  232 

« 

3787    - 

-     501, 504 

l( 

3072a-       . 

.     317-321 

Sections  3853.  3856 

400,  403,  404 

« 

3087     -        . 

-     526.  530 

Section 

8940     - 

.     199,201 

l< 

8818    .       ■ 

-    125 

STREET  RAILWAYS. 

1.  In  an  action  for  personal  injuries  received  in  a  collision  between 

an  electric  street  car  and  the  wagon  in  which  plaintiff  was 
driving,  where  the  undisputed  evidence  showed  that  neither  the 
car  nor  the  wagon  was  injured  or  showed  any  evidence  of  the 
collision,  and  that  after  the  collision  the  car  was  stopped  as  soon 
as  would  have  been  practicable  had  it  been  going  at  an  ordinary 
rate  of  speed,  plaintiff's  testimony  that  the  car  was  going  at  a 
speed  of  twenty  miles  per  hour  is  held  to  be  incredible  and  insuf- 
ficient, of  itself,  to  warrant  a  jury  in  finding  that  the  car  was 
going  at  a  negligent  rate  of  speed.    Flaherty  v,  Harrison,         559 

2.  The  complaint  in  such  case  alleged  that  the  motorman  was  negligent 

in  that  he  ran  into  the  wagon  without  giving  any  signal  oi  the 
approach  of  the  car  by  sounding  the  bell.  The  evidence  showed 
that  he  sounded  the  bell  constantly  while  passing  over  a  distance  of 
about  100  feet  in  approaching  the  crossing  at  which  the  collision 
occurred;  that  plaintiff  saw  the  car  approaclnng  when  his  horses' 
heads  were  just  over  the  track,  and  immediately  backed  them 
clear  of  the  track  and  stopped,  with  them  completely  under  con- 
trol; that  when  the  car  was  close  at  hand  the  horses  became 
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frightened  by  the  bell  and  the  noise  and  appearance  of  the  car, 
and  jumped  forward  bringing  the  wagon  in  front  of  the  car.  There 
was  no  evidence  that  the  horses  showed  symptoms  of  fright  till 
the  instant  they  jumped  in  front  of  the  car.  Held,  that  there  was 
no  w^arrant  for  submitting  the  oase  to  the  jury  on  the  claim  that 
there  was  a  negligent  ringing  of  the  car  bell  which  caused  the 
horses  to  become  frightened  and  unmanageable.  Ibid, 

8.  Actionable  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  motorman  in  such  a  case 
is  not  shown  unless  it  is  a  reasonable  inference  from  the  evidence 
and  circumstances  established  therebv  that  the  jumping  forward 
of  the  horses  was  a  natural  and  probable  result  of  his  conduct, 
and  that,  as  a  person  of  ordinary  intelligence  and  prudence,  in  the 
light  of  attending  circumstances,  he  ought  reasonably  to  have 
anticipated  such  result,  or  some  injury  to  plaintiff,  by  reason  of 
such  conduct.  Ilnd, 

Streets.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  d-13.    Plats  of  Lanix 

Subcontractors.    See  Liens,  1. 

Suicide.    See  Insurance,  8,  4,  6. 

Summons.    See  Service  of  Summons. 

Supreme  Court.    See  Appeal.    Courts. 

Surface  Water.    See  WATERa 

Surrender  of  gift    See  Gifts. 

TAXATION. 
See  Tax  Titles.    Towns,  S, 

1.  Where,  pending'an  action  in  equity  to  set  aside  alleged  illegal  taxes 

and  restrain  a  levy  upon  personal  property  to  collect  the  same, 
the  defendant  town  made  such  levy  and  the  plaintiff  was  obliged 
to  pay  the  entire  amount  of  the  tax  to  prevent  a  sale,  it  would 
seem  that  the  action  should  not  be  dismissed  on  the  ground  that 
the  plaintiff  has  an  adequate  remedy  at  law,  but  the  court  should 
retain  jurisdiction  and  grant  such  relief  as  the  changed  conditions 
demand.     Bigelow  v.  Washburn,  553 

2.  The  levy  bv  a  town  board  of  a  tax  to  pay  interest  on  outstanding 

orders  is  iield  to  have  been  without  authority,  in  the  absence  of 
anything  to  show  that  they  had  ever  been  presented,  or  that  the 
holders  were  threatening  suit  thereon.  Ibid, 

8.  In  the  absence  of  evidence  to  the  contrary  it  will  be  presumed  that 
outstanding  orders  and  bills  allowed  by  a  town  board  of  super- 
visors were  for  legal  obligations,  and  that  it  would  not  be  inequi- 
table for  the  town  to  pay  them.  Ibid, 

4.  At  a  special  town  meeting  held  July  17  it  was  voted  to  levy  a  tax 
for  highwav  purposes  for  that  year.  The  town  had  theretofore 
voted  to  collect  the  highway  taxes  in  money.  Held,  that  such  tax 
was  properly  computed  on  the  basis  of  the  valuation  of  the  pre- 
ceding year.  Ibid, 

Taxation  of  oosta    See  Appeal,  17-19.    CosTSt 

TAX  TITLEa 

See  MoRTOAOES,  6.    New  Trial»  1. 

1.  In  an  action  to  restrain  the  issuance  of  a  tax  deed,  to  set  aside  the 
tax  sales,  and  for  a  reassessment^  allegations  that  the  oomoion 
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council  of  Superior  levied  upon  the  taxable  property  of  the  city  a 
certain  amount  for  the  "general  fund,"  without  further  explana- 
tion; that  the  county  treasurer  added  an  excessive  amount  of 
interest;  and  that  the  irequisite  notices  for  making  certain  im- 
provements for  which  the  property  was  assessed  were  not  given, 
are  held  not  to  state  a  cause  of  action,  since  the  matters  alleged 
do  not  affect  the  groundwork  of  the  tax.  Anderson  v,  Douglas 
Co.  893 

2.  The  intentional  assessment  of  vacant  lands  for  a  much  greater 

amount  in  proportion  to  their  value  than  improved  lands,  for  the 
purpose  of  encouraging  improvements,  to  the  great  injury  of  the 
owner  of  such  vacant  lands,  is  a  defect  going  to  the  validity  of  the 
assessment  and  affecting  the  groundwork  of  the  tax,  such  as  au- 
thorizes the  interference  of  a  court  of  equity.  Ibid. 

3.  In  an  action  to  restrain  the  issuance  of  a  tax  deed  based  on  such  an 

assessment,  p>ayment  or  tender  of  the  amount  justly  chargeable 
to  the  plaintiff's  lands  need  not  be  alleged,  since  it  is  impossible 
to  ascertain,  by  computation  or  otherwise,  the  amount  so  justly 
chargeable;  nor  need  the  plaintiff  allege  a  willingness  to  pay,  an 
allegation  of  such  mere  mental  condition,  Incapable  of  disproof, 
being  of  no  benefit  to  defendant  Ibid, 

Teachers.    See  Common  Schoous,  3. 

Tenants  in  common.    See  Limitation  op  Actions,  2. 

Tenpbr.    See  Tax  Titles,  3. 

Term  of  office.    See  Officers. 

Title  to  land.  See  Cloud  on  Title.  Estates  of  Decedents,  4,  5. 
Fraudulent  Conveyances.  Highways,  3.  Homesteads.  Lim- 
itation OF  Actions,  2.  Mortgaoes.  Municipal  Corporations, 
8,  4.  New  Trial,  1.  Plats  op  Land.  Pleading,  14.  Powers. 
Railroads,  1-8.  Receivers.  Recording  Acts.  Tax  Titles* 
Trusts  and  Trustees.    Vendor  and  Purchaser.    Wills,  8. 

Town  Orders.    See  Taxation,  2,  a 

TOWNS. 
See  Highways.    Taxation,  1-4 

1.  In  an  action  by  taxpayers  of  a  town  to  restrain  the  collection  of  a 
t      judgment  against  the  town  on  the  ground  that  it  was  fraudulent 

and  illegal,  allegations  of  the  complaint  that  the  town  officers,  at 
the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  action,  were  in  collusion 
with  the  owner  of  the  alleged  fraudulent  claim  to  enforce  its  pay- 
ment out  of  moneys  raised  by  taxation  and  had  caused  a  similar 
action  instituted  in  its  name  to  be  discontinued,  are  held  to  state 
the  existence  of  conditions  rendering  ineffectual,  and  therefore 
unnecessary,  a  demand  upon  the  proper  town  officers  to  bring  the 
action.    Beyer  v,  Crandon,  800 

2.  A  contract  with  a  town  for  work  upon  a  highway  having  no  legal 

existence  is  illegal.  Ibid, 

8w  A  contract  with  a  town  for  work  upon  a  highway,  which  expressly 
provided  that  the  work  should  be  paid  for  out  of  a  tax  to  be  levieS 
the  next  year,  after  the  term  of  office  of  the  supervisors  would 
have  expired,  there  being  no  money  in  the  treasury  applicable  to 
the  work  or  taxes  levied  or  about  to  be  levied  therefor,  is  illegal 
and  void.  Ibid, 

Vol.98— 45 
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4.  Where  officers  of  a  town  contract  in  excess  of  their  power,  no  lia- 

bility against  the  town  is  thereby  created,  legal  or  equitable,  from 
the  mere  fact  that  the  oiher  party  to  the  contract  has  performed 
and  the  town  has  had  the  benefit  of  the  work,  the  contractor  being 
char^^eable  with  knowledge  that  no  authority  existed  for  creating 
a  debt  against  the  town  for  work  under  the  contract  IbidL 

5.  In  an  action  to  restrain  the  collection  of  a  judguieut  against  a  town, 

founded  on  an  illegal  contract,  evidence  that  the  proper  town  offi- 
cers knew  the  foundation  of  the  claim  when  the  suit  to  recover 
therefor  was  brought,  and  not  only  failed  to  defend  but  advised 
its  being  put  into  judgment,  is  held  sufficient  to  establish  collusion 
and  fraud.  Ibid, 

Transactions  with  person  since  deceased.    See  Evidence,  4. 

Trial.  See  Attachment,  3,  4.  Attorneys.  1.  Costs.  Court  and 
Jury.  Criminal  Law.  Evidence.  Instructions  to  Jury.  Judg- 
ment. Justices'  Courts.  Logs  and  Lumber,  1.  Negugence. 
J^Ew  Triau    Reference.    Verdict. 

Trial,  Place  of.    See  Appeal,  1. 

TRUSTS  AND  TRUSTEEa 
See  Counties.    Estates  op  Decedents,  1,  2.    Liens,  11. 

1,  By  the  judgment  in  a  divorce  action  title  to  the  real  estate  of  the 

husband  was  vested  in  a  guardian  ad  litem  charged  \vith  a  trust 
duty  or  power  in  trust  for  the  husband,  to  be  executed  as  directed 
by  the  county  court  of  Dodge  county.  By  sec.  2465,  R.  S.  1^78,  as 
amended  by  sec.  1,  ch.  81,  Laws  of  1879,  that  court  is  given  powers 
and  jurisdiction  in  all  civil  actions  and  proceedings  (with  certain 
exceptions  not  necessary  to  be  considered)  concurrent  with  and 
equal  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  circuit  court.  Held,  that  as  a  court 
of  general  equity  jurisdiction  the  county  court  of  Dodge  county 
had  jurisdiction,  not  limited  by  county  lines,  over  the  execution 
of  the  trust.     Cody  v.  Cody,  445 

2.  Neither  the  children  of  the  cestui  que  trust  nor  the  divorced  wife, 

who  had  been  awarded  a  sum  of  money  as  permanent  alimony  and 
in  lieu  of  dower,  had  any  interest  in  the  property  which  gave 
them  a  legal  right  to  notice  of  the  proceedings  to  have  the  trust 
executed.  Ibid, 

Undertaking  on  attachment.    See  Lien^  4 

Unlawful  Assembly.    See  Riot. 

Usage.    See  Officers. 

Variance.    See  Judgment,  2.    Pleading,  1.    Street  Railways,  2. 

VENDOR  AND  PURCHASER  OF  LAND. 

See  Contempt.     Mortgages.  1,  2.    Municipal  Corporations,  8,  4» 
Plats  of  Land,  1.    Pleading,  14.    Recording  Acts. 

1.  Under  a  verbal  contract  by  which  defendant  agreed  t-o  buy  a  cer- 
-tain  eighty-acre  tract  of  land  and  sell  it  to  the  plaintiff  on  the 
same  terms  as  he  purchased  it,  and  to  execute  to  ner  a  land  con- 
tract therefor,  and  to  apply  on  the  price  thereof  the  amount  he 
might  receive  for  a  forty-acre  tract  which  the  plaintiff  deeded  to 
him,  less  certain  indebtcdfiess  of  plaintiff  to  him,  pos#ssion  of  the 
eighty -acre  tract  was  delivered  to  the  plaintiff  pursuant  to  the 
contract,  but  the  defendant  afterwards  sold  the  forty-acre  tract 
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for  $1,100  and  refused  to  account  therefor,  and  also  leased  the 
eighty-acre  tract  to  the  plaintiff's  husband  without  her  knowledge, 
and  refused  to  make  to  her  the  land  contract  as  agreed.  Held, 
that  the  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  an  accounting  and  to  specific 
performance  of  the  contract      Hege  v.  Thoragaard,  11 

2.  In  such  action,  where  it  appeared  that  the  defendant  had  in  fact 

executed  a  long  lease  of  the  forty-acre  tract,  giving  the  lessee  an 
option  to  purchase,  and  that  he  admitted  that  he  was  chargeable 
with  $1,100,  an  error  in  finding  that  he  had  sold  the  land  for  $1,100 
is  held  to  be  harmless.  Itnd, 

3.  Evidence  in  such  action  that  the  entire  consideration  for  the  pur- 

chase of  the  eighty-acre  tract  was  to  be  paid  from  the  proceeds  of 
the  plaintiff  wife's  separate  estate,  and  her  positive  testimony 
that  the  contract  was  to  be  made  to  her,  is  held  to  justify  a  finding 
that  the  contract  was  to  be  made  to  her,  and  not  to  her  husband, 
thobgh  she  sometimes  used  the  term  "  we  "  in  testifying  of  it  Ibid, 

4.  A  refusal  to  enforce  specific  performance  of  an  oral  agreement  be- 

tween the  managing  officer  of  a  railway  company  and  the  manag- 
ing officer  of  a  land  company,  whereby  the  railway  company  was 
to  extend  its  road  to  a  town  site  of  the  land  company,  and  the  lat- 
ter was  to  give  it  the  necessary  ground  for  right-of-way  and  depot 
purposes,  is  held  not  to  have  been  an  abuse  of  discretion,  where 
the  making  of  the  agreement  was  denied  by  the  representative  of 
the  land  company,  and  it  did  not  appear  that  either  officer  had 
authority  to  bmd  his  respective  corporation  by  such  an  ^.greement, 
or  that  the  agreement  was  ever  ratified  by  either  corporation  with 
knowledge  of  its  terms.    Dewey  v.  Spring  Valley  Land  Co,  83 

5.  The  purchaser  of  a  farm,  leaving  commenced  an  action  to  rescind 

the  contract  of  sale,  refused  to  take  possession  of  the  property  when 
it  was  tendered  to  him  during  the  months  of  March  and  April. 
Thereupon  the  vendor,  who  was  a  nonresident,  for  the  protection 
of  both  parties,  let  the  farm  for  the  season,  under  an  agreement 
for  a  fair  division  of  the  crops  with  the  person  ultimately  found 
entitled  thereto.  Before  the  lease  expired  the  acMon  for  rescission 
was  decided  against  the  purchaser,  and  he  immediately  demanded 
possession.  Held^  that  the  vendor's  inability  to  deliver  possession 
at  that  time  because  of  the  lease  did  not  authorize  a  rescission, 
since  the  purchaser  by  his  own  acts  had  helped  to  bring  about  the 
existing  state  of  affaira    Oarbes  v,  Roberts,  173 

6.  In  an  action  to  recover  back  the  purchase  price  of  the  farm  on  the 

ground  of  such  failure  to  deliver  possession,  the  vendor  set  up  a 
counterclaim  for  taxes  paid  by  him,  which  the  purchaser  had 
agreed  to  pay.  Held,  that  a  judgment  offsetting  such  taxes  against 
the  crops  was  erroneous,  the  crops  being  in  no  sense  before  the 
court  Ibid. 

7.  Where  the  vendor  under  a  land  contract  voluntarily  pays  taxes 

which  the  purchaser  had  agreed  to  pay,  before  the  same  became 
delinquent,  he  cannot  recover  the  amount  paid  from  the  latter. 

Ibid, 

8.  In  an  action  by  an  aged  person  to  rescind  a  conveyance  of  land  made 

to  his  son  in  consideration  of  an  agreement  to  pay  a  certain  an- 
nuity and  to  furnish  living  rooms  and  provisions  for  himself  and 
wife  during  their  lives,  findings  of  the  trial  court  that  there  had 
been  a  substantial  breach  of  the  agreement  on  the  part  of  the  de- 
fendant, entitling  the  plaintiff  to  the  relief  asked,  are  held  to  be 
sustained  by  the  evidence.    Rvoch  v,  Reoch,  201 

Venue,  Change  of.    See  Appeal,  1. 
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VERDICT. 
See  Judgment,  2.    Master  and  Servant,  28,  23,  81,  82. 

1.  It  is  not  error  to  refuse  to  submit  questions  for  a  special  verdict 

offered  by  a  party,  if  those  submitted  fully  cover  all  the  issues  in 
the  case.    Kenyan  v,  Mondovi,  50 

2.  Failure  to  submit  for  special  verdict  questions  proposed  by  the  ap- 

pellant is  not  error,  where  such  questions  are  all  covered,  thougrli 
in  a  different  form,  by  the  questions  actually  submitted,  and  such 
last-named  questions  are  not  objectionable.    Raymond  t?,  Keseherg. 

317 

Verification  by  agent    See  Pleading,  10. 

Vested  Rights.    See  Voluntary  Assignment,  7. 

Veterinarian:  Killing  of  diseased  animals.    See  State  Veterinarian. 

ViLLAGEa    See  Municipal  Corporations,  12. 18. 

VOLUNTARY  ASSIGNMENT. 
See  Attachment,  1, 

1.  An  assignment  for  the  benefit  of  creditors  is  alleged  with  suflScient 

particularity  to  allow  proof  of  the  fact  when  it  is  averred  that  the 
assigoment  was  made;  that  it  was  in  due  form  of  law:  that  all 
conditions  required  by  statute  to  give  it  full  effect  and  validity 
have  been  performed;  and  that  the  assignee  has  entered  upon  the 
discharge  of  his  duties  thereunder.    Eollins  t\  Humphrey,  66 

2.  The  bond  of  an  assignee  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  executed  by  the 

principal  and  ninety -five  sureties,  had  been  approved  by  the  county 
judge  who  took  it,  and  he  had  certified  that  the  property  of  the 
sureties  therein  named  was  worth  the  sum  specified.  The  signa- 
ture of  one  of  the  sureties  and  his  name  in  the  body  of  the  lx>nd 
had  been  erased,  but  it  was  not  shown  when  the  erasure  was 
made.  Held,  tliat  the  erasure  was  not  such  a  suspicious  circum- 
stance as  tocall  for  explanation  before  the  bond  could  be  admitted 
in  evidence  in  garnishment  proceedings  against  the  assignee.  IbicL 

3.  Two  cr  more  persons  may  adopt  a  single  seal.    A  voluntary  assign- 

ment, therefore,  is  not  necessarily  rendered  void  as  to  attacking 
creditors  by  the  fact  that  there  -was  but  one  seal  or  scroll  on  the 
assignee's  bond,  and  that  opposite  the  signature  of   the  assignee. 

Ibid, 

4.  Where  a  member  of  a  copartnership  has  made  a  voluntary  assign- 

ment of  his  individual  property,  creditors  of  the  partnership  are 
not  entitled  to  have  their  claims  paid  out  of  the  estate  in  the 
•  hands  of  the  assignee,  so  long  as  any  of  .the  individual  creditors 
remain  unpaid  in  whole  or  in  part  TJiayer  v,  Humphrey,  91  Wia 
276.  followed.  Ibid. 

•5.  An  insolvent  debtor  made  a  voluntary  assignment  which  was  void 
because  of  the  failure  of  the  assignee  to  sign  the  bond.  Plaintiffs 
filed  their  claim  with  the  assignee  without  knowing  of  the  defect 
or  making  any  effort  to  ascertain  their  rights.  Afterwards  a  large 
number  of  other  creditors  also  filed  their  claims.  Subsequently 
plaintiffs  commenced  garnishment  proceedings  against  the  as- 
signee, but  before  the  trial  thereof  the  assignee  was  allowed  to 
sign  the  bond  nunc  pro  tunc.    Held  that,  by  becoming  parties  to 
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the  assigpiment  proceeding  and  remaining  such  for  a  consider- 
able length  of  time,  the  plaintiffs  were  estopped  from  maintaininiJ: 
the  garnishment  action.    Keith  v,  Arthur,  189 

6.  Failure  of  the  court  commissToner  who  approved  the  bond  of  an 

assignee  for  the  benefit  of  creditors  to  sign  the  certificate  required 
by  sea  1606,  R  S..  to  be  indorsed  on  the  copy  of  the  assignment 
deposited  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  circuit  court,  renders  the 
assignment  void  as  to  attacking  creditors,  even  though  the  omis- ' 
sion  was  inadvertent    Jones  v,  Alford,  245 

7.  Where  a  voluntary  assignment  was  void  as  to  attacking  creditors 

because  of  a  failure  to  comply  with  a  statutory  requisite,  rights 
of  creditors  which  had  become  fixed  by  judgment  in  garnishment 
proceedings  against  the  assignee  were  not  affected  by  the  subse- 
quent passage  of  a  curative  act  (sec.  2.  ch.  834,  Laws  of  1897).  Ibid, 

8.  Prior  to  the  making  of  a  voluntary  assignment,  void  as  to  attack- 

ing creditors,  property  of  the  assignor  had  been  levied  upon  under 
executions.  Before  the  property  was  sold  garnishment  proceed- 
ings were  commenced  against  the  assignee.  Held,  that  the  as- 
signor's interest  in  the  surplus  arising  from  the  sale  of  such 
property  was  subject  to  garnishment  under  sec.  2786,  R  S.,  and 
that  the  assignee  was  chargeable  on  account  thereof.  Ibid. 

9.  Under  sec.  169da,  S.  &  B.  Ann.  Stats,  (providing  that  all  assignments 

for  the  benefit  of  creditors  which  give  preferences,  except  for 
wages  of  laborers,  servants,  and  employees,  earned  within  six 
months  prior  thereto,  shall  be  void),  a  manifest  purpose  on  the  part 
of  an  assignor,  in  giving  preferences  to  his  daughter  and  mmor 
son,  to  bestow  upon  them  a  bounty  in  excess  of  the  wages  earned 
by  them  within  six  months  prior  to  the  assignment,  or  at  all,  ren- 
ders the  assignment  void.     Gordon  v.  Harley,  458 
Voluntary  Payment.    See  Vendor  and  Purchaser,  7. 
Wages:  Recovery  quantum  meruit    See  Master  and  Servant,  1,  2. 
Waiver. 
Of  objections.    See  Appeal,  12.    Criminal  Law,  2l    Loos  and  Lum- 
ber, 3. 
Of  right  to  have  action  dismissed.    See  Appeal,  19. 
Of  right  to  question  validity  of  law.    See  Corporations,  1  (5). 
Of  right  to  remedy.    See  Garnishment.    Railroads,  3. 
Of  forfeitures.    See  Insurance,  5,  6.    Landlord  and  Tenant,  1, 
Of  condition  in  policy.    See  Insurance,  8,  9. 
Of  exemption  from  action.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  6L 
Warrant.    See  Criminal  Law,  4, 

WATERS. 

The  owner  of  land  on  which  surface  water  accumulates  has  no 
right  to  conduct  the  water  by  an  artificial  channel  to  a  point  on 
his  own  land  in  close  proximity  to  the  line,  where  it  will  inevita- 
bly permeate  the  surrounding  soil  and  percolate  through  the  same 
into  his  neighbor's  land,  to  the  permanent  injury  of  the  Latter. 
SchtMter  v.  Albrecht,  241 

WILLS. 

See  Estates  of  Decedents,  6. 

1.  A  will  made  in  extremis  bequeathed  to  the  testator's  wife  "two 
thirds  of  my  estate  while  she  remains  my  widow  (if  not)  one  half 
to  go  to  her  heir,  and  the  other  third  to  my  brother  D."    The  tes- 
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tator  had  no  living  children,  but  knew  that  his  wife  was  preg- 
nant Heldf  that  the  testator  intended  to  ^ive  his  wife  two  thirds 
of  his  entire  estate  if  she  remained  his  widow,  but  if  she  remar- 
ried one  of  said  thirds  was  to  go  to  her  unborn  child.  Verrinder 
V.  Winter,  287 

2,  A  devise  or  bequest  of  such  a  contingent  remainder  to  the  unborn 
child  either  constituted  a  provision,  or  showed  that  the  testator 
intended  to  make  no  provision,  for  him,  within  the  meaning  of 
sec.  2286,  R  S.  1878,  providing,  in  substance,  that  such  a  child  shall 
abide  by  the  will  in  case  provision  is  made  for  him  or  the  will 
shows  an  intention  to  make  no  provision,  but  that  in  default  of 
either  the  child  shall  inherit  as  though  the  ancestor  died  intestate. 

Ibid 

8.  Unless  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  proving  a  will  was  given  as 
required  by  sec  3787,  R  S.  1878,  all  subsequent  proceedings  based 
thereon  are  void  as  to  such  persons  in  interest  as  did  not  appear 
or  assent  thereto,  or  have  not  since  supplied  such  want  of  appear- 
ance by  acts  clearly  indicating  an  assent  thereto  or  ratificatiou 
thereof.    Seniinway  v,  Reynolds,  .  501 

4.  Testimony  of  the  attorney  for  the  proponent  of  a  will  that  he  was 
present  when  the  will  was  admitted  to  probate,  and  remembered 
getting  money  from  his  client  which  he  paid  to  the  printer  of  a 
newspaper  for  printing  notice  of  the  proof  of  the  will,  and  that  an 
affidavit  of  the  publication  of  such  notice  was  made  and  filed  by 
him  with  the  county  judge,  but  that  ho  did  not  pretend  to  remem- 
ber its  contents;  and  testimony  of  the  proponent  that  she  gave 
such  attorney  money  to  pay  the  printer's  fees,  and  thought  she  re- 
membered seeing  the  notice  in  the  papers,  but  did  not  know  what 
kind  of  a  notice  it  was  that  she  saw,  are  held  sufficient  to  sustain 
a  finding  that  a  notice  was  published,  but  entirely  insufficient  to 
sustain  a  finding  that  a  proper  and  legal  notice  was  given.     J&i'd. 

6.  A  decree,  entered  July  3,  admitting  a  will  to  probate,  recited  sub- 
stantially that  notice  had  been  given  as  required  by  an  onler  of 
June  6.  That  order  fixed  the  date  of  hearing  as  Saturday,  July  3, 
and  directed  publication  of  notice  "according  to  law."  Saturday 
was  in  fact  July  4  and  a  legal  holiday  upon  which  the  court  could 
do  no  work.    The  form  of  notice  prescribed  by  statute  is:  "Notice 

is  hereby  given  that  at  the term  of  the  county  court  to  be 

held  ...  on  the  first  Tuesday  of ,  A.  D.  18 — ,  the  follow- 
ing matter  will  be  heard  and  considered,"  etc.,  no  day  of  the  month 
being  mentioned.  Held,  that  the  inference  would  arise  that  the 
notice  as  published  fixed  the  day  of  hearing  either  on  the  first 
Saturday  of  July,  or,  as  mentioned  in  the  order,  "on  Saturday  the 
3d  day  of  July."  In  the  first  event  the  notice  would  be  illegaf,  anil 
in  the  second  misleading  and  deceptive  and  therefore  insufficient. 

IhiiL 

C  By  his  will  a  testator,  who  left  a  very  small  amount  of  proi>erty 
and  a  very  large  family,  gave  all  his  property  to  his  wife,  to  be 
used  and  held  by  her  for  her  own  support  and  the  support  and 
education  of  their  minor  children  until  they  should  become  of 
age,  and  until  she  should  die  or  remarry,  the  balance  of  said  estate 
at  her  death  or  remarriage  to  be  divided  among  the  children.  The 
will  stated  that  it  was  expressly  intended  that  the  wife  should 
have  the  full  right  and  power  to  hold  the  property  and  the  testa- 
tor's business,  and  carry  on  the  same,  in  the  same  manner  as  he 
could  do  were  he  living,  and  that  she  should  have  the  right  to  sell 
and  dispose  of  any  and  all  of  the  property  as  she  might  deem  best 
for  the  use  and  purposes  aforesaid.    Held,  that  the  will  gave  her 
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power  to  mortgage  the  property  as  well  as  to  sell  and  convey  it^. 
[Whether  a  simple  power  of  sale  will  authorize  a  mortgage,  not 
determined.]    Lardner  v,  Williams,  514 

Witnesses.    See  Criminal  Law,  8.    Evidence,  2.    New  Trial»  4, 

Words  and  Phrases. 

Adverse  party,  in  statute.    See  Appeal,  7. 

Assignmenty  in  statute.    See  Liens,  11. 

Bounded  by  street  or  river,  in  deed.    See  Plats  of  Land,  1. 

Claim  against  the  state,  in  statute.    See  Claims,  1. 

Coal  for  fxieh  with  sufficient  wood  to  kindle,  etc.,  in  policy.    See  In- 
surance, 14-10. 

Conflict  of  evidence.    See  Court  and  Jury,  a 

Conveyance,  in  statute.    See  Recording  Acts. 

Filed  with  city  clerk,  in  statute.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  8. 

Incompetence  of  servant.    See  Master  and  Servant.  20  (3),  24 

Indebtedness,  in  constitution.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  8. 

Injunj  to  the  inheritance,  in  statute.    See  Railroads,  1. 

May,  in  city  charter.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  8. 

Presented  for  allowance,  in  statute.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  8. 

Proceeds  of  sale,  in  statute.    See  Homesteads,  1. 

Provision  for  unborn  child,  in  statute.    See  WiLM,  2, 

Purchaser,  in  statute.    See  Recording  Acts. 

Privilege  of  a  renewal,  in  lease.    See  Landlord  and  Tenant,  2-4. 

Riot,  in  statute.    See  Riot. 

Special  laic  to  amend  charter,  in  constitution.    See  Municipal  Cor- 
porations, 5. 

Unlatcful  assembly,  in  statute.    See  Riot, 

Wholly  destroyed,  in  statute.    See  Insurance,  10-12. 
Writ. 

Of  attachment    See  Attachment. 

Of  error.    See  Criminal  Law,  1-a 

Of  execution.   See  Cloud  on  Title,  2.   Homesteads.   Partnership. 
Receivers. 

Of  injunction.    See  Contempt.    Courts.   iNjUNCTiONa    Insurance, 
1,2. 

Of  mandamus.    See  Municipal  Corporations,  7. 
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